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Appointed  to  be  liolden  at  Westminster^ 
On  Thursday,  the  25th  of  November,  1790. 


Tuejday^  "^pth  December^    ^794' 


T, 


HIS  being  the  day  appointed  for  opening  the  fefTion^  at  three 
o'clock  His  Majefty  came  down  to  the  Moufci  and  being  feated  on 
the  throne,  a  mcffage  was  fent,  comnianding  the  attendance  of  the 
Commons  ;  the  Speaker  and  feveral  Members  attended  at  the  bar, 
when  His  Majefty  was  pleafcd  to  make  a  moft  gracious  fpeech  from 
tlie  Throne.  [For  a  copy  of  which,  fee  the  Proceedings  of  the 
Houfeof  ComnrKxis.] 
•  The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  read  the  Speech  from  the  wool- 
£ick,  which  was  read  again  by  the  clerk,  in  the  ufual  form. 

Earl  CAMDEN  rofe  to  move  the  Addrefs  to  the  Speech  -which 
haii  been  now  read.  As  he  had  not,  his  Lordfhip  obferved,  offered 
himfelf  to  the  Houfe  on  Icfs  important  occaiions,  and  at  a  period  oE 
kfs  moment,  he  tnifted  that  he  would  not  be  accufed  of  prefump- 
tion,  in  riiir^  at  a  time,  which  he  confidered  of  great  difficulty, 
and  replete  wttjk  no  common  degree  of  danger.  If  he  had  not  all 
d)e  ability  necef&ry  to  imprcfs,  with  due  force,  what  he  had  to  ofFcr^ 
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yet  there  was  no  man  more  anxious  fb  fee  the  addrcfs,  which  he  was 
Induced  to  move,  carried  with  alacrity  and  unsnimiry.     He  was,  hp 
faid,  however,  relieved  from  a  great  part  of  the  folicitudc  which  he 
would  otherwifc  feel,  as  he  was  confcious  of  the  neceffity  and  pro-- 
priety  of  profecuting  the  war,  and  he  was  well  convinced  that  there 
was  at  leaft  one  part  of  the  fpcech  that  would  give  heart-felt  fatis- 
fadlion  to  every  noble  Lord  in  the  Houfe,  and  that  was  the  intima- 
tion of  the  marriage  of  His  RoyalHighnefs  the  Prince  of  Wales  to 
the  Princcfs  Caroline  of  Brunfwick,  in  his  Majefty's  fpeech.  How- 
ever much  their  Lordfliips  might  differ  in  political  fubjc^^s,   he  was 
confident  that  they  would  be  unanimous  in  expreffmg  to  his  Majcfty 
their  finccrb  congratulations  on  that  aufpicious  event,   and  that  they 
would  cheerfully  concur  in  the  mcafures  which  were  recommended. 
His  Lordfhip  alfo  faid,  that  the  treaty  with  America  would  cer- 
tainly meet  with  the  unanimous  approbation  of  their  Lordfliips, 
when  it  was  fubmi ttcd. to  their  confideration.      He  adverted  again 
to  the  (ituation  of  public  afiairs,  and  declared  that  there  was  no 
confideration  which  had  impreffed  itfelf  more  ftrongly  on  his  mind 
than  the  propriety  of  following  up,  with  vigour  and  fpirit,  the  pro- 
fccution  of  the  war,  as  it  muft  appear  to  ever)'  man  who  liad  die 
honour  and  dignity  of  his  country  at  heart,  that  tlicre  was  no  other 
line  w^hich  could  be  purfucd  in  the  prcfcnt  moment.     It  was  the 
mbrc   neceffary  to  follow,  up  this  meafurc  on  our  part,  as  France, 
during  the  war  againft  us,  had  indulged  in  menaces  and  threats  at 
various  periods,  and  it  would  therefore  be  timidity  on  our  part,  to 
offer  to  ncgociate  a  peace  with  that  countr)^,  more  particularly  as, 
in  addition  to  this,  (lie  had  been  extremely  fucccfsful  during  the  lail 
campaign,  and  confiderably  extended  her  conquef^s.      Is  it  proper, 
faid  his  lordfhip,  in  the  moment  when  the. enemy's  arms  have  been 
fucccfsful,  that   we   ought  to   afk   for  peace  ?     Would  they  not 
imagine,  could  we  humble  ourfelvcs  to  that  abjecl  condition,  that 
our  rcfourccs  are  inadequate  to  the  further  profceutiori  of  the  war, 
an^  that  ncceffity  alone  has  obliged  us  to  fue  for  peace  ?      In  fuch 
a  fituation,  were  we  likely  to  obtain  peace  without  relinquifhing  all 
thofe  advantages  we  had  acquired  r      But  yet,  his   Lord(hip  ob- 
feryed  that  thele  temporary  fucceffcs  fliould  not  intimidate  us  from 
purfuing  the  war  with  additional  fpirit,  particularly  as  it  mud  be 
remembered  by  their  Lordfhips  tliat  (he  had  extended  her  line  of 
conqueft  at  a  former  period  in  almoft  an  equal  degree,  but  was 
afterwards  driven  back  by  the  allies  from  their  territories.     The 
exertion  on  the  part  of  the  enemy,  he  was  pcrfe<31y  convinced,  could 
not,  for  phyfical  reafons,  laft :  and  much  of  the   misfortimes  of 
tlic  laft  campaign  muft  be  attributed  to  tlic  temporary  feccffion  of 
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one  of  our  allies,  and  the  w'ant  of  energy  in  others.     Their  Lord- 
fhips  had  heard  His  Majcfty's  moft  gracious  fpeech  read,  and  the 
addrefs  which  he  would  have  the  honour  of  prcfenting  would,  con- 
formable  to  the  fentiments  contained  in  that  fpeech,  pledge    the 
lioufe  to  the  farther  profecution  of  the  war.      He  therefore  truftcd, 
that  no  objed^ion  would  arife  to  his  motion,  if  he  were  able  to  prove 
that  a  negociatiofi  could  not  be  entered  into  for  peace,  that  could 
be  concluded  on  a  permanent  bafis  ;  and  as  there  was  no  probability 
in  the  prefent  diftradled  ftate  of  France  that  peace  could  be  rendered 
lalting,  their  Lordfhips  muft  forefce  that  this  country  could  never 
venture  to  difarm.      His   Lordfhip  infifted  that  this  kingdom  was 
never  more  fit  to  conteft  with  France  than  at  the  prefent  moment. 
His  reafon  for  advancing  this  propbfition  was,  that  there  was  little 
probability  of  France  liftening  to  terms  of  peace  at  the  hour  of  tcm- 
poraiy  fuccefs,  and  elated  as  the  French  muft  be  at  their  fituation, 
they  wou].d  barken  to  no  terms  in   which  we  did  not  agree  to  rc- 
linquiO>  our  conquefts.      How,  he  aiked,  could  England  fubmit  to 
the  humiliation  of  making  fuch  a  facrifice  ?     How  could  (he  hope 
for  permanent  peace  from  a  Government  where  faftion   fuccccds 
fadion,  and  where  no  alteration  takes  place  that  tends  to  a  better 
order  of  things  ?    Who,  then,  could  advife  us  to  negociate  a  peace 
vvith  a  Government  of  this  fort,  when,  if  it  was  obtained,  themoft 
&nguinc  mind  could  not  advife  us  to  difarm  ?     There  were  other 
rcafons,  his  Lordfhip  faid,  why  he  thought  France  was  never  lef& 
able  to  carry  on  the  war  tlian  at  prefent.      Thofe  who  had  attended 
to  the  affairs  of  France  muft  know,  that  every  law  which  dicy  have 
.  been  obliged  to  ena6t  to  cam'  on  the  war,  had  been  repealed,     llie 
law  of  the  maximum^  and  that  for  obliging  the  circulation  of  afllg- 
nats,  they  are  no  longer  able  to  enforce  ;    provifions  are  at  an  enor- 
mous price,  and  aftignats  have  found  their  level. — Thefe  manu- 
factures of  the  revolution  are  at  a  difcount  fcarcely  to  be  fupjx)fcd, 
not  lefs  than  7  5  per  cent.     But  to  make  it  clear  to  their  Lordftiips, 
he  remarked  that  the  article  for  which  24  louis  d'or  would  be  given, 
would   not  now  be  fold   under    96    in  aflignats.    The   expcnce 
of  carrying  on  the  war,  his  Lordfliip  ftatcd,  was  fo  enormous  that 
the  confifcations  amounted,  for  the  expences  of  the  laft  year,  to 
1 30' millions.     The  Houfe  muft  therefore  conceive  the  expence  of 
the  next  campaign,  as  provifions  in  Paris  arc  enormoufly  dear. 
There  was  one  other  confolation  for  this  country  ;  their  councils, 
inftead  of  being  compofed  of  a  committee  of  public  fafety,  who 
poiTefTed  every  engine  ncceffary  to  carry  on  the  war  with  vigour, 
now  confifted  of  a  council  who  were  changing  every  month.    Thus 
this  engine,    fo  ferviceablc  to  Robcrfpicrrc  and  his  party,  was  do^- 
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firoyed,  and  their  coancils  without  confidence  or  energy,  diftradled 
by  jealoufyi  and  weakened  by  party.     The  (ituation  of  England^ 
his  Lordfhip  was  happy  to  fay,  was  quite  the  reverie.     Our  force 
was  never  more  confiderable  than  at  this  moment.     The  rife  from 
the  peace  eftablifliment  to  the  war  eftabli(hment  was  furprifing,  iri 
confequence  of  the  joint  efforts  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland;  and 
we  had  now  a  force  fufficiently  rcfpedlablc  to  oppofe,  with  vigour, 
thcencmy.     He  lamented  the  feccflion  of  the  State*  General  from 
•ur  alliance  ;  but  we  (hould  derive  this  advantage' from  the  circum- 
ftance,  that  it  would  rcftorc  to  this  country  a  very  confiderablc  body 
of  men,  that  might  be  more  advantageoufly  employed  in  other  fcr- 
viccs.     In  ihort,  he  faid  that  the   Dutch  ofFered  little  more  than 
an  inaufpicious  aid  to  the  common  caufc,  and  therefore  their  ceccf- 
fion  was  not  to  be  confidcred  as  a  misfortune  of  any  great  magni- 
tude.    The  rcfources  of  this  countrj',  his  Lordfliip  faid,  were  never 
in  a  more  profperous  (ituation  than  at  prefcnt.    The  revenues  were 
never  more  flourifhing,  the  amount  of  them  this  year  is  not  much 
Icfs  tlian  the  laft ;  and  our  reffourccs,  he  would  again  repeat,  were 
very  great  indeed.     The  ftate  of  our  credit  was  equally  eirviable, 
and  this  might  be  eftimated  by  the  immcnfc  loaa  provided  by  the 
gentlemen  in  the  city.     Was  this  therefore,  he  adccd,  a  time  when 
we  (hould  facrifice  all  we  have  gained  ?     Should  we  not  wait,  be- 
fore we  venture  to  propofc  a  negociation  for  peace,  until  there  wa$ 
fomewhat  more  harmony  in  France,  until  (he  abandon  her  menaces, 
and  the  continuance  of  tranquillity  become   lefs  uncertain.     His 
Ix)rd(hip  conjured  the  public  to  refleft  that,  as  die  obje6^  of  France 
was  to  attack  oar  Con(litution,  that  we  (hould  defend  that  Con(^i- 
tution  which  was  the  greateft  enemy  to  theif  fyftem,  and  the  greateft 
obilacle  to  their  plans  and   machinations.     £ngli(hmen,  he  ot>. 
fcrved,  (hould  con(ider  that  they  were  free,  and  not  truft  their  li- 
berties in  the  hands  of  their  enemy.     The  voice  of  the  people  wz% 
againft  them;  and  when  their  voice  was  delivered   with  calmnefs 
through  the  proper  channel,  it  was  always  heard.     His  Lordfhip 
concluded  by  faying,  that  he  would  no  longer  trefpafs  on  the  patienccr 
of  their  Lord(hips,  but  for  the  reafons  he  had  already  mentioned, 
and  many  others  which  might  be  urged,  he  hoped  their  Lord(hip$ 
would  concur  unanimoufly  in  the  addrefs  which  he  had  the  honour 
to  propofc.     He  then  moved  the  addrefs,  which  was  the  fame  in 
fubftance  as  that  moved  in  the  Houfc  of  Commons. 

The  Earl  BESBOROUGH  began  with  declaring  that  he  (hould 

detain  their  Lorddxips  but  a  fliort  time,  as  he  entirely  concurred 

with  what  had  been  faid  by  the  noble  Earl  near  him,  who  had  fo 

4bly  made  the  motion,  and  had  made  it  unneceifary  for  him    to 
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fay  much  more  on  the  fubjedt.     Lord  Beiborough  faid  he  muft  en* 
treat  dicir  Lordfliips  to  receive  with  indulgence  what  he  was  about  - 
to  fay,  as  he  was  little  ufed  to  fpeak  in  public,  and  always  muft  do 
it  with  difficulty  to  htmfclf — that  he  muft  addrcfs  an  aflcmbly  like 
the  prefent  with  great  awe  and  embarrafTment,  an  affemWy  compofed 
of  what  was  moft  refpcclablc  in  church  and  ftatc,  met  together  to 
difchargc  the  moft  important  dut}^  that  could  be  impofcd  on  them. 
Called  upon  by  their  Sovereign   at   this  time  of  public  cm<a-gcnc\', 
when  their  country  was  in  danger,  to  give  him  their  advice  and 
afiiibmce  how  to  a<ft. — With  rcfpcd  to  the  firft  paragraph  of  this 
addrefs,  there  eould  not  be  a  diflenticnt  vokc;  every  man  muft 
unite  heartily  in  congratulating  his  Majeft)'  on   the  approaching 
marriage  of  His  Royal  Highncfs  the  Prince  of  Wales,  and  in  affur- 
ing  His  Majcftythat  they  would' cheerfully  concur  in  making  fuch 
piDvifton  as  might  fupport  the  dignity  and  fplcndor  of  the  heir  ap- 
parent of  thcfe  realms.     As  to  the  advice  that  we  ftiould  give  our 
Sovereign,  it  appeard  fo  clear  that  what  had  been  propofed  by  the 
noble  Earl  was  the  tnic  intercft  of  the  countrv,  that  it  couW  re- 
quire  few  ai]guments  to  induce  their  Lordihips  to  agree  to  it ;  for  we 
had  no  choice,  how  to  acl  but  by  vigorous  exertions,  to  make  our 
enemies  fee  that  we  were  able  to  defend  ourfclves,  and  that  it  was 
for  their  intercft  to  be  at  peace  with  us.     To  make  a  declaration 
that  we  wiftied  for  peace,  could  not  tend  to  attain  it,   unlcfs  their 
Lordihips  were  prepared  to  fay  they  would  take  up  with  any  peao6 
which  our  rcfources  did  not  compell  us  to  do  ;  and  he  truftcd  this 
country  would  never  be  reduced  to  depend  en  the  mercy  of  the 
French  Convention. — With  rcfped  to  the  juftice  and  neceflity  of 
the  war,  Lord  Belborough  agreed  with  what  had  been  faid  by  the 
noble  mover,  and  did  not  think  himfclf  at  liberty  to  detain  their 
Lordftiips  on  afubje<S  which  had  been  fo  often  and  fo  ably  difcufted 
by  them.      It  was  a  war  forced  upon  us  by  the  democratic  defpots 
of  Paris,  who,  to  preferve  their  own  power,  plunged  their  countiy 
in  all  the  calamities  of  war;  who,  having  deftroyed  all  focial  order, 
and  every  thing  that  is  valuable  in  .fociety,  and  which  makes  life 
happy  and  comfortable,  determined  to  carry  their  ruinous  principles 
into  all  other  Nations,  and  reduce  their  Conftitutions  to  a  level  with 
their  own. — He  could  have  wifticd  that  fome  perfon  of  greater  abi- 
lities had  been  chofen  to  fecond  this  addrefs,  but  he  would  not  decline 
it,  as  he  was  afraid  of  appearing  ipdiffoJent  at  this  moft  critical 
moment,  as  he  had  been  unable  to  attend  his  duty  in  Parliament 
for  above  three  years,  and  had  never  giy? n  a  vote  on  the  prefent  war. 
Our  refources  gave  Lord  Beft)orough  great  fatisfac^ion,    as  they 
enabled  us  to  continue  the  contcft. — ^What  a  contraft  was  there 
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bctvxen  our  credit  and  that  of  France  !  Our  notes  flew  ever  all  the 
world,  whilft  on  their  notes  tliey  were  obliged  to  ftamp  a  value,  un- 
der pain  of  death. 

Lord  Befborough  declared  that  we  muft  pcrfeverc  in  this  juft  and 
neccffary  war  ;  tliat  he  did  not  conlidcr  it  as  a  war,  the  objed  of 
which  was  to  interfere  with  the  internal  government  of  France, 
though  it  would  be  a  mod  defirable  event  that  that  fliould  be  ^ltcrcd, 
and  thai  they  fliould  reftore  their  lawfiil  Sovereign  to  the  throne  of 
his'anecftors  ;  but  that  was  not  the  caufe  of  the  people  of  t!iis  coun- 
try :  the  great  primary  obje(ft  that  we  arc  contending  for,  and 
which  interefts  every  man  in  this  country,  is,  to  obtain  for  oiirfclves 
permanent  fccurity,  by  a  fafc  and  honourable  peace. 

Lord  Befborough  faid,  that  he  was  hnppy  that  a  treaty  with  Ame- 
rica was  concluded,  that  might  rcrr.ovc  all  caufcs  of  joaloufy  and 
animofity  between  the  two  countries  ;  and  concluded  by  obferving, 
tliat  as  there  w«re  fo  many  perfons  more  worthy  of  being  heard  in 
that  Houfe,  he  fliould  take  up  no  more  of  their  Lordfliips*  time. 

The  Earl  of  GUILFORD  faid,  that  he  felt  himfelf  called 
upon  to  rife  immediately  on  hearing  the  Speech  of  His  Majcfty,  and 
the  Addrcfs  wliich  had  been  moved  and  fcconded  bv  the  noble  Lords 
who  preceded  him  ;  it  vi^s  3/  duty  he  owed  his  country,  and  he 
could  not  delay  exprefling  his  furprife  at  the  unwarrantable  ef- 
frontery of  Minifters,  in  meeting  Parliament  in  the  manner  which 
they  had  done  ujjon  the  fubjedt  of  the  war.  He  had  often  delivered 
liis  opinion  in  that  Houfe  ;  but  he  could  have  wiflicd,  on  the  bu- 
finefs  of  that  day,  that  the  Speech  had  been  fo  worded,  as  to  have 
met  the  general  opinion  of  the  Houfe  and  the  countr)^  that  the  Ad- 
drcfs might  have  gone  with  an  unanimous  vote  to  the  Throne  ;  but 
furry  was  he  to  obfcrve  that  the  language  of  both  was  fuch  as  he 
muft  term  very  ill  calculated  fo  pnxJuce  unanimity  there  or  any 
where  elfe.  Indeed  it  was,  in  his  opinion,  what  all  their  Lord- 
fliips  muft  rcfufe  their  affent  to;  thofe  who,  like  himfelf,  had  al- 
ways been  againft  the  principle,  as  well  as  the  condu^f^,  of  the  war, 
never  could  agree  to  the  Addrefs  ;  he  did  not  think  there  were  pre* 
fent  any  fet  of  men  who  had  the  real  good  of  their  country  at  4ieart, 
who  could  agree  to  it;  and  certain  he  was  that  the  great  mafs  of  the 
people  without  doors  muft  be.  very  much  furprifcd  if  they  did,  up.- 
on  all  accounts,  but  efpecially  on  the  ground  of  the  impradticability 
of  obftinately  perfcvering  in  fo  miferable  and  ruinous  a  conteft  ;  the 
country  muft  fee  and  fed  the  impropriety  and  wantonnefs  of  Mini- 
fters  in  carrying  it  on,  merely  to  fervc  their  own  intcrefted  pur- 
pofes,  without  any  pofliblc  advantage  even  being  held  out  to  the 
country  to  induce  them  to  countenance  longer  fuch  a  fyftem  of  ig- 
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norancc,  myftery,  and  confufion.  He  knew  of  no  pofliblc  motive 
tl«t  any  honeft  man  of  common  fenfc  could  have  for  agreeing  to  the 
propofed  Addrefs,  except  upon  that  dcftrud^ive  idea  of  blind  con- 
fidence in  Minifters,  and  in  the  fame  Miniftcrs  who  have  brought  us 
into  the  diftracled  and  miferable  fituation  in  which  we  are  now  in- 
volved. From  thofe  who  had  hitherto  placed  in  thofe  Minifters 
that  blind  and  implicit  confidence  to  which  he  alluded,  he  would 
ail:  only  this,  What  was  their  prefent  claim  to  a  continuance  of  it  ? 
Nothing,  as  far  as  he  knew,  but  a  total  and  complete  failure  in  all 
their  tranfaiSions,  foreign  or  domefiic,  military  or  diplomatic  ;  this 
was  their  folc  pretenfion  to  confidence,  and  he  trufted  their  condudt 
had  fufficiently  evinced  to  what  extent  it  ought  to  be  given  them  in 
future.  In  the  whole  of  the  Addrefs,  except  the  part  which  he 
would  come  to  foon,  there  was  not  a  paragraph  or  a  fentencc  that 
did  not  loudly  call  for  oppofition  from  that  Houfe,  except  it  was 
their  wifh  to  give  themfclves  entirely  up  to  tlie  mifguidancc  and  ig- 
norance of  thofe  Minifters,  who  had  brought  us  into  our  prefent  dif- 
atlrous  fituation.  As  to  thofe  parts  of  the  Addrefs  that  were  con- 
gratulatory, he  was  amongft  the  firft  to  give  his  moft  hearty  concur- 
rence in  them,  as  he  always  would  to  any  thing  tliat  could  in  the 
fmalleft  degree  contribute  to  the  fatisfaclion  and  happincfs  of  the  il- 
luftrious  fiimily  upon  the  Throne.  But  the  communication  on  His 
Majcft}''s  fjxrcch  refpecting  the  marriage  of  the  Prince  of  Wales,  he 
confidered  to  be  a  fubjcfl  tliat  muft  produce  the  moft  heartfelt  joy 
and  gratulation  to  all  their  Ivordlhips,  and  to  every  Britifh  fubjedt 
who  was  fenfible,  as  they  all  were,  of  the  many  and  great  fubftan- 
tial  bicffings  which  this  country  has  enjoyed  under  the  mild  and 
equal  government  of  the  illuftrious  Houfe  of  Hanover.  The  fuc- 
cclTon  of  tliat  illuftrious  Houfe  had  been  introduced  to  the  exclufioa 
of  the  heirs  of  James  the  Second,  for  the  purpofc  offecuring  to  the 
people  of  Great  Britain  thofe  rights  which  they  muft  ever  hold  to 
be  their  deareft  and  belt  intcrcfts,  and  which  they  can  only  expect 
to  be  continued  from  the  happy  exiftence  of  that  family  upon  th^ 
Throne,  and  their  pcrfcvcrance  in  the  fame  principles  which  placed 
tlicm  in  that  exalted  fituation  ;  any  circumftance  then  that  led  to 
extend  or  fccure  that  fucocftlon,  muft  be  highly  gratifying  to  Englifli- 
mcn.  On  the  prefent  occufion  he  would  only  fay,  that  if  atiy 
thing  could  be  wanting  to  make  their  happincfs  more  complete,  it 
would  be  amply  made  up  by  the  amiable  virtues,  the  talents,  and 
tlic  public  and  private  cha nailer  of  the  illuftrious  Prince,  whofc  fu- 
ture liappinefs  was  fo  much  connected  with  this  fortunate  alliance. 
He  then  reverted  to  the  ar^umenrs  of  the  two  noble  Lords  who  had 
moved  and  fccondcd  the  Addrefs,  with  neither  of  whom  he  could 
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agree  ;  for  lie  thought,  before  any  noble  Lord  could  riffent  to  the  lan- 
guage of  the  Speech  and  the  Addrefs,  they  muft  be  fatisiied  on  three 
didindt  points^  arid  thefe  contained  propoiitions  which  nodimg  that 
had  yet  been  faid  had  the  leaft  tendency  to  prove;  firft,  the  wifdom  of  - 
originally  entering  into  the  war;  fecondly,  the  neceflity  of  perfevering 
and  carrj'iQg  it  on,  under  all  the   difficulties  we  had  elcperienced  ; 
and  laftly,  the  prudence  and  policy  of  trufting  the  condud  of  it  to 
riiofc  who  had,  by  the  uniform  difafter  and  danger  that  followed 
their  counfels,  brought  us  to  the  calamitous  (kuation  in  which  wc 
were  now  placed.     Thcfc  points  had  been  fo  frequently  difcuffed  In 
that  Houfe  before,  that   it  was  not  his  intention  to  prefs  them  to- 
day, more  particularly  as  there  would  be  other  opportunities  ;  but 
he  had  nohcfitation  in  faying,  that  his  opinions  remained  the  fame 
as  they  had  been  when  thofc  qucftions  were  difcuffed  laftyear.     He 
denied,  and  he  believed  all  Europe  agreed  with  him,  the  wifdom  of 
entering  into  the  war,  the   ncccffity  of  perfevering  in  it,  and  the 
prudence  with  which  it  had  been  condudcd.     He  would  put  it  to 
the  Houfe  to  fay>  whether  we  were  now  in  as  profperous  a  fituation 
as  when  we  began  the  war  ?    Certainly  we  were  not  now  in  the 
feme  circumftances  in  which  we  were  placed  three  years  ago,  when 
many  of  their  I^rdftiips,  as  well  as  himfelf,  had  heard,'  in  another 
place,  the  bleffings  which  the  country  at  that  time  enjoyed,  and  had 
enjoyed,  and  had  a  pmfpcft  of  enjoying,  under  the  aufpicious  in- 
fluence of  peace,  ftated  in  a  fpccch,  which,  for  eloquence  and  glow- 
ing language,  had  feldom  been  equalled  by  any  Aatefman  at  any 
period.     He  \^i(hed  tliem  only  to  reflect  on  that  period,  and  the 
piofpeift  it  held  out,  and  then  compare  it  with  the  prefent  ftate  of 
this  unhappy  country :— Then  every  thing  appeared  favourable  ;. 
now,  all  was  diftrefs  and  difcomfiture ;  then  the  bleffings  of  peace 
.were  oonfpicuous  in  all  parts  of  the  country  ;  now,  the  ravages  of 
war  were  equally  notorious.      Our  manufadlures  flouriflied,  our 
commerce  nncrcafed,  our  expenditure  was  reduced,  and  peace  and 
piofperity  went  hand  in  hand  together ;  but  where  had  this  profpeft 
vaniftied  now !  Would  any  man  fay  that  there  was  the  leaft  chance 
of  its  being  realized,  under  the  prefent  management  of  His  Majefty's    ' 
Minifters  ?  The  noble  Earl  who  moved  the  Addrefs,  feemed  to  lay 
mufch  ftrcfs  upon  what  he  ftaled  to  be  the  fituation  of  France.   With 
regawi  to  refources,  he  thought  it  equally  became  that  Houfe  and 
the  Public,  to  confider  the  relative  fituation  of  this  country  now  to 
what  it  was  before,  and  to  form  tlicir  decifio;i  more  from  h&s  than 
prejudices.     But  allowing,  for  the  moment,  the  ncceffity  of  conti- 
nuing the  war,  he  would  afk,  were  the  people  of  the  country  of 
the  fame  mind  that  they  were  at  the  outfet  of  it,  in  the.  higheft 
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^irpedation  of  fucceb  and  ppolperity,  and  even,  he  1)dieved,  to  t 
degree  poflefiing  a  ibrt  of  mad  propenfity  for  war,  by  whatever  means 
n  was  created  i  He  contended  that,  notwithllanding  the  profperous 
ilate  of  the  country  at  that  time,  and  the  eafe  with  which  it  might 
have  been  perpetuated,  the  ambitious  and  intereflcd  views  of  Mini- 
ftcn  had  overcome  every  idea  of  nxxleration  and  patriottfm,  and 
led  them  merely  to  prefcrve  their  places,  by  a  proud  contempt  of 
peace,  and  to  barter  the  dearefi  intercAs  of  the  Gountiy  for  their 
own  felfiih  purpofes.     As  he  had  faid/be^re,  die  people  were  not 
the  fame,  and  the  only  thing  that  remained  the  fame,  was  the  mif- 
conduct  of  Minifters ;  that  (hameful  fyikm  of  ignorance,  imprudence 
and  obftinacy  which  had  been  attached  from  the  firft  to  the  principle 
and  piofecution  of  the  prefent  ruinous  and  miferable  war.     The  no- 
ble Earl  had  faid,  that  this  period  of  difappointmcnt  and  revcrfc, 
was  not  the  time  to  fue  for  peace  ;  what  a  pity  it  was  that  he  did  not 
give  his  advice  to  his  friends  in  office,  when  our  fituntion  wore  a 
very  different  alpeft :  and  what  confoklion,  he  would  a(k,  did  the 
language  of  the  Speech  and  Addrcfs  hold  out  to  the  countiy  r  Shortly 
this:  That  after  all  we  have  loft  in  men  and  money,  all  we  hav« 
fuffered  fix>m  the  ravages  attendant  upon  warfare,  the  profpcd  of 
peace,  while  the  fyftem  of  Minifters  is  perfevered  in,  is  ftill  at  a» 
great  a  diftance  as  ever. 

Having  difcuflcd  this  point,  he  came  to  take  notice  of  the  trea- 
ties, or  gratuitous  engagements  as  they  might  be  called,  which  this 
country  had  entered  into  with  other  powers,  and  which  he  infifted, 
from  dieir  nature  and  efieft,  'had  proved  not  to  be  made  fo  much 
for  the  iake  of  getting  allies  to  aflift  us,  as  to  pay  others  to  allow  us 
to  become  their  friends  in  Ae  conteft  againft  France.     From  the 
pernicious  tendency  of  thofe  treaties,  he  trufted  that  Parliament 
never  would  confider  them  as  of  fuch  obligaticTn  ns  to  prefent  any 
bbflade  to  the  attainment  of  peace,  if  it  could  be  had.     They  had 
been  framed  to  ferve  the  intcrcfted  and  ambitious  pui  jjofcs  of  Mini- 
fters, and  were,  no  doubt,  advantageous  ^o  them,  however  detri- 
mental to  the  State ;  for  by  thofc  wc  were  bound  not  to  make  peace 
widiout  the  confent  of  all  parties,  and  tliis  tended  to  prolong  the 
duration  of  a  war,  upon  which  it  was  clear  that  the  exiftcnce  of  the 
Minifters  themfelves,  in  their  prefent  fituations,  entirely  dcixrnded. 
It  might  be  for  the  intereft  of  Auftria,  that  fuch  treaties  were  en- 
tered into,  but  had  we  noodier  intereft  to  look  to  ?  How  was  Hol- 
land to  be  faved  but  by  ncgociating  a  peace  ?  And  would  it  not  be- 
come us  to  confult  upqn  the  beft  jwlTiblc  terms  of  concluding  that 
peace  for  her  which  was  fo  intimately  connciSlcd  with  our  owif  fafcty  ? 
A  noble  Lord  feemed  to  think  that  In  this  cafe  there  was  danger^ 
V01.XLII.  C 
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thzt  we  mi^t  be  obliged  to  make. too  great  facrifices  bef(H*e  we  could 
accomplifli  that  objcft.^  In  his.  mind|  no  facrifices  that  wc  had  to 
make  would  be  too  great,  particularly  when  it  was  notorious  that 
but  for  our  interference,  Holland  might  l^ave  remained  neutral  and 
in  the  fame  ftate  of  happinefs  and  profperity  with  Denmark,  Swe- 
den, and  the  odier  countries^  who  had  afted  with  more  wifdom 
than  the  Britifti  Government.  On  the  fiibjcft  of  Corfica,  he  faw 
.  nothing  to  congratulate  tlie  country  \  and  trufted,  that  neither  the 
giving  up  of  that,  nor  any  other  territory  that  chofc  to  put  itfcif 
under  the  dominion  of  Great  Britain,  would  be  any  impediment  to 
Ae  acpomplifhment  of  Co  defirable  and  neceffary  an  objccfl  as  peace. 
» He  agreed  that  there  might  be  fome  objeSions  ftatcd  to  an  immc- 
.  diatc  peace ;  but  if  the  war  was  to  be  carried  on,  they  ought  to 
carry  it  on  like  ftatefmcn,  to  prevent  the  ovcr^growing  power  and 
ambition  of  a  great  and  dangeroii}?  rival ;  and  not,  like  foolilh  chil- 
dren, quarreling  about  trifles,,  with  which  we  had  no  right  or  in- 
tereft  to  interfere  at  all.  Much  of  what  he  could  fay  upon  the 
condu£^  of  the  war  he  woiUd  wave  at  this  time  ;  but  certainly  would 
inlift  on  the  impra£iicability  of  .carrying  it  on,  if  either  conquering 
France,  'Or  dilating  a  government   to  her,  was  the  objcdi  of  Mi- 

^  nifters ;  and  he  was  fure  that  no  rcafonable  man,  out  of  the  Cabi- 
net, would  differ  from  him  in  that  opinion.  Before  either  0/  thefe 
obje£ls,couki  be  accomplished,  one  of  two  things  muft  happen,  both 
of  which  wxre  equally  improbable — that  we  Ihould  march  to  Paris, 
or  that  the  people  of  France  fliould  become  fo  difgufted  with  the 
Revolutionary  Government  that  tiicy  would  deftmy  the  Convention. 

^  But,  on  the  whole,  with  regard  to  the  ftatc  of  France,  we  had  no- 
rthing to  govern  u$  but  the  vague  aficrtions  of  Minillcrs,  wha  had 
proved  throughout  the  whole  of  the  war  that  they  were  completely 
mifinfovmedj  and  pitifully  ignorant  of  all  that  happened  in  that 
country.  The  noble  Earl  recapitulated  the  various  errors  and  blun- 
ders which  die  Minifters  had  falicn  into  during  the  war,  at  different 
periods,  cither  from  ignorance  or  mihnformtttion.  He  replied  to 
what  Lord  Camden  fuid  rcfpc»3ing  the  cKhauftcd  rgfources  of  France ; 
jmd  faid,  it  was  but  a  poor  confolation  to  Engliflimcn,  to  tell  them, 
that,  thougli  their  rcfources  were  nearly  e^chaufted,  the  enemy  was 
in  a  worfe  lituation ;  and  even  this  was  only  an  alTcrtion,  nor  was 
there  any  thing  to  fupport  the  faA,  but  the  exploded  authority  of 
Miniftcrsi  who  loft  no  opportunity  of  cxpofmg  their  t)wn  ignorariCe 

'  and  imbecility,  in  all  matters  of  ftate;  and,  when  it  was  faid  that 
the  vic^lories  which  Fi:ance  had  obtained  coft  her  fo  much,  might 
he  not  aJk  how  much  lef^  our  difafters'  had  coft  this  country?  He 
contended,  that  all  the  diltcuhics  of  making  peace  were  gready  in- 
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crcafcd  by  the  continuance  in  officcnof  thofe  Minifters  who  had  in-* 
volvd  us  in  the  war.     The  bad  fuccefs  of  our  military  operations' 
he  followed  up,  firom  the  dividing  the  army,  after  the  capture  of 
\'alcncicnnes,  to  the  end  of  the  prefcnt  campaign.     He  dwelt  par^ 
ficuhrly  on  the  evacuation  of  Toulon,  the  failure  at  LandrecieSi  thcr 
unfortunate  refult  of  the  expedition  to  the  Weft  Indies,  particuUrly 
at  Gindnloupe,  notwithftanding  the  active  and  able  condu3  of  the 
Commanders.      He  flated  the  ufelefs  detention  of  the  troops  a^ 
Southampton,  and  after  paying  the  handfomeft  panegyric  to  the  con^ 
du<a  and  military  chara(ftcrof  the  Duke  of  York,  attributed  all  the 
failures  to  the  ignorance,  the  obftinacy,  and  the  lAreaknefs  of  Mi-' 
nifters.     On  reviewing  our  operations  at  fea,  except  the  brilliant 
vicloiy  gained  by  Earl  Howe,  there  was  nothing  but  difafters  and 
loTs,  from  want  of  proper  proteSion  to  our  commerce.     In  negoci-' 
Uion  Mlmfters  had  been  equally  fbolifl),  and  equially  unfucceisfiil ; 
he  ftated  that  the  diplomatic  abfurdity  difplayed  by  Minifters  in  tho 
Pruflian  treaty,  could  only  be  equalled  1^  Pruffian  perfidy.     The 
ai^ument  for  the  PruiTian  fubfidy,  (faid  the  noble  Earl)  was,  that 
the  King  of  PruiTia  could  not  aft  without  our  pecuniary  affiftance* 
How  did  he  aft  ?  He  did  not  aft  againft  France,  but  he  afted  againft 
the  brave,  unoffending  people  of  Poland.     He  fent  his  armies  to 
clefhoy  a  virtuous  people,  ftruggling,  in  unbn  with  their  own  Kingi 
for  their  own  freedom*.     If,  then,  the  King  of  Pruffia  could  not 
have  afted  at  all,  during  the  laft  campaign,  being  exhaufted,  wo 
who  enabled  him  to  aft,  are  anfwerablc  for  all  the  atrociaus  tyranrfy 
vhich  has  been  committed  in  Poland.' 

Having  gone  over  the  conduft  of  Minifters  in  (om^  afiairs,  he 
could  not  fit  down  without  adverting  to  their  conduft  at  liome, 
where,  by  exaggerated  alarms,  they  had  made  that  and  the  other 
Houfe  of  Parliament  vehicles  for  circulating  ftorics  of  imaginary 
pfets,  and  vifionary  treafons,  by  which  the  country  was  placed  in 
afitiution,  where  no  individual  was  fafc  in  his  perfon\)r  property, 
though  there  was  neither  proof  nor  probability  that  any  fuch  had  ex- 
^^cd.  He  then  concluded  by  imploring  the  Houfe  to  give  due  con- 
Ti-ieration  to  tlic  importance  of  their  decifion  that  night,  and  aOured 
il«m,  that  by  taking  the  firft  opportunity  to  bring  about  peace  and 
tranquillity,  they  would  be  amply  repaid  by  the  many  and  impfortant 
Ueflings  which  its  effefts  would  produce  to  all  ranks  and  dcfcrip- 
tions  of  fociety.  His  Lordfhip  then  moved.  That  after  the  diird 
t»aufc  in  the  Addrefs,  the  following  amendment  be  adopted  : 

"  To  ftate  to  His  Majcfty  the  determination  of  this  Houfc,  to 
"  fupport.  His  Majcfty  in  the  meafure  neccflhry  to  maintain  the 
**  honour  and  independence  of  the  Crown,  and  to  provide  for  the 

Ca 
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**  defence  and  fkfely  of  the  nation ;  but  at  the  fame  ttflto  to  advife 
'<  His  Majefty  to  take  the  earlieft  means  of  concluding  a  peace  witlv 
**  the  French  nation,  on  fuch  terms  as  it  may  be  rcaibnable  and 
•*  prudent  to  infift  on«*-That  whenever  fuch  terms  can  be  obtaiiv- 
**  cd,  we  truft  that  no  obftacle  to  the  acceptance  of  them  will  arife* 
'*  from  any  confideration  rcfpcdling  the  forms  and  nature  of  the  Go- 
**  vemment  which  may  prevaH  in  France." 

Lord  MORETON  cxprcffcd  himfelf  exceedingly  hurt  at  the 
idea  of  this  country  (looping  to  fue  its  enemies  for  peate.  He 
fpumcd  at  their  Lordihips  acquiefcing  in  any  propoTal  fo  humiliating 
to  the  fpirit  and  pride  of  Englilhmen.  His  Lordfhip  aflerted  they 
were  not  to  be  thus  debafed,  and  that  no  meafure  could  be  more 
degrading,  ft  was  not  in  his  opinion  yet  come  to  fuch  a  crifis,  aa 
to  induce  their  Lordihips  in  this  manner  to  crouch  to  a  people  the 
moft  unprincipled  and  the  lead  to  Be  confided  in  upon  earth.  He 
reminded  their  Loidfhips  that  all  our  efibrts  had  not  been  unfuccefs- 
ful ;  that  our  refoutces  were  ilill  great  and  refpedable ;  that  the 
caufe  ol  the  war  continued  to  be  ftill  what  ever  it  was,  both  juft» 
ncceflary,  and  in  fome  degree  indifpenfiible ;  that  the  country  were 
ftill  willing  to  profecute  the  cntcrprixc  in  which  they  had  o^^naUy 
tngaged  with  fo  much  promptitude  and  alacrity,  and  that  above  all, 
we  had  fuch  objects  in  view,  as  in- the  mind  of  every  honeft  and 
thinking  perfon  in  the  community,  were  competent  to  fandVion  all . 
their  efforts  in  bringing  this  important  confli^  to  a  defirable  con^ 
cluiion. 

The  Earl'  of  KINNOUL  faid  he  had  yet  heard  nothing  againft 
the  Addrefs,  or  the  further  profecution  of  the  war,  but  aflTcrtions 
perfectly  unfounded.  The  very  fame  reafons  which  influenced  his 
Xrordfhip  to  vote  for  a  (imilar  meafure  laft  year,  recurred  to  his  mind 
with  redoubled  force  on  ^is.  Religion,  the  laws,  and  the  efE* 
ciency  and  exiftcnce  of  well-regulated  Government,  and  all  the  fo- 
lid  and  fuitdamental  principles  and  confiderations  ccxineded  with 
them,  were  no  more  to  be  abandoned  now,  than  they  wer^  then. 
The  fupport  of  thcfe  objcds,  he  trufte^,  was  full  as  much  and 
tarneftly  at  heart,  by  the  great  body  of  people  in  tlVis  country  as^ 
ever,  and  no  one  had  yet  ventured  to  propofe  with  whom  there 
was  the  lead  poffibility  of  treating  on  grounds  either  honourable  or 
fccure.  He  Aerefore  begged  to  fee  the  pradicability  of  what  the 
amendment  dated  fairly  made  out,  and  till  it  was,  (hould  be  for 
continuing  the  war,  a?  the  only  likely  means  of  bringing  the  enemy 
io  terms.  His.  Lordfhip  was  perfuaded,  the  fources  of  war  in 
France,  muft  be  by  this  time  nearly  exbaufted ;  it  was  inconceiv- 
able that  thofo  could  long  exifl,  or  that  ai^  refourcea  could  be  equal 
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to  fuch  an  ciqpenditiire  as  mud  be  the  confcquence  of  the  cxtraof- 
dinary  fituation  of  that  unhappy  country.  He  was  aware  of  the 
cifual  miferies  attendant  on  war,  and  regretted  them  flncerely,  as  all 
their  Lordfliips  undoubtedly  did  ;  but  thefe  were  unavoidable  evils,  ' 
and  it  became  thofe  necefTarily  and  juftly  (Iru^ling  under  them»  to 
bear  their  ihare  of  them  with  due  fortitude  and  reicdution^  And 
on  this  principle,  he  would  not  think  fo  meanly  of  his  countrymen, 
as  to  fuppofe  they  would  not  chcarfully  accord  with  any  additional 
burden  which  fo  honourable  a  conflidl  as  they  were  again  called  to 
fupport,  would  imavoidably^txx!a(ion.  He  congratulated*  their  Lord- 
ibips  on  the  very  aufpicious  circumAance  of  the  nuptials  that  wenr 
ibon  to  take  place  between  his  Royal  Highnefs  and  the  illuftrious 
Princefs  Caroline  of  Brunfwick,  aiKi  knew  their  Lord(hips  indulged 
the  fame  fentiments  he  fdt  on  this  acceffion  to  the  happincfs  of  the 
Caonily  on  the  Throne,  under  whofe  mild  and  paternal  government 
thefe  nations  enjoyed  fo  many  inefthnable  blefling^*  He  was  anx- 
ious for  unanimity  in  carrying  on  meafures,  in  his  apprehenfion,  fa 
very  eilential  to  the  welfare  and  credit  of  the  natign,  and  which 
the  peculiar  ci^cumibuices  in  which  we  were  now  involved,  rendered 
now  ahogether  unavoidable.  He  woidd  on  thefe  grounds  fupport 
the  Addrefs,  and  hoped  it  would  meet  with  the  gcneriail  approbation 
of  the  Public  both  within  and  without  doors. 

The  Earl  of  DERBY  faid,  that  were  he  difpofed  to  confider  the 
quedion  before  their  Lordfhips  as  perfc£Hy  new,  and  as  perfc£lly 
unattainable  in  all  its  points,  the  manner  in  which  it  had  been 
brought  forward  was  directly  calculated  to  imprefs  that  view  of  it  on 
his  mind.     What  wai  the  offcnfible  caufc  of  the  war  laft  year  r— 
The  fafirty  of  the  Dutch,  and  to  prevent  the   navigation   of  thc^ 
Sdieldt*     Of  neither  did  the  Speech  of  this  year  take  the  lead  no- 
tice.    Everything  originally  in  view  feemed  now  perfcftly  rclin«' 
qiiilhed  ;  but  the  (ingle  profecution  of  a  war,  which  his  Lordlhip* 
nc\cr  had  acquiefccd  in,  and  which  was  the  more  to  be  deplored* 
the  longer  it  continued.     The  noble  mover  of  the  Addrefs  had  ob- 
fervcd,  tliat  if  the  Dutch  effcfled  their  objc^S  of  a  pence,  our  army 
now  in  Holland  "  might  be  let  loofe,  to  be  employed  on  more  im- 
portant fcrvices."     This,.  Lord  Derby  faid,  was  language  as  fur- 
piiiing  as  new  to  him  ;  as,  from  the  commencement  of  the  war  till 
the  prefcnt  hour,  the  prcfcrvation  of  Holland  had,  fioni  that  fide  of 
the  Houfe,  been  •uniformly  rcprefcntcd  us  the  moft  important  fcr- 
viccon^  which  our  troops  could  be   employed;  and  without  that 
was  maintained,  this  countr)'  would  be  in  the  utmoft  danger  ;    but 
leaving,  on  this  point,  Miiiillcrs  to  their  ufual  inconfiftency,  wa« 
the  recall  of  thofe  troops  fo  [x-a^Sticablc  a  mcafurc  ?   It  wus,  perhaps,. 
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unfaif  to  fufpc6l  any  nation  of  To  flagrant  a  violation  of  public 
feith  ;  but  did  not  the  general  conduct  of  our  allies  warrant  fome 
feelings  of  this  fort  ?  Nay,  was  not  the  King's  fpecch  (unlefs  Mi- 
niAers  told  us  it  was  with  their  confcnt)  a  proof  that  Holland,  by 
uniting  with  France,  had  broke  her  faith  with  this  country  ?  This 
tnight  go  farther,  and  the  facrifice  of  our  brave  troops  now  in  that 
country  might  be  made  the  price  of  peace.  He  derided  the  idea  that 
the  French  would  be  compelled  to  treat  from  the  ftate  of  their 
finances,  and  dcfircd  to  know  of  their  Lordflilps  upon  what  fafts 
they  entertained  this  opinion  ?  He  denied  the  Public  were  in  pof- 
.feflion  of  a  fingle  document  that  would  warrant  fuch  a  conclufion. 
He  requefted  the  ftate  of  the  oppofitc  armies  might  be  infpecled  and 
compared.  He  had  talked  with  many  officers  diftinguifhed  for 
their  honour  and  rcfpcflability  in  their  profcffion,  and  all  of  them 
agreed  in  afferting  the  fuperior  manner  in  which  the  enemy  had  been 
fo^nd  prepared  and  equipped  for  aflion.  But  flill  the  noble  mover 
afltrted,  that  France  was  exhaufted,  and  could  not  ftand  another 
.  campaign :  this  was  riie  fatal  language  which,  laft  year,  induced 
the  country  to  go  on  with  the  war.  Recolledling  this  circumftance, 
it  was  natural  at  Icaft  to  paufc,  before  we  once  more  were  deluded 
by  it  to  our  own  deftru6lion.  On  what  grounds  did  this  affertion 
of  Frencli  wcaknefs  now  reft  :  On  the  mere  ipfe  dixit  of  the  noble 
Lord.  Could  it  be  traced  in  the  evacuation  of  Flanders  ;  in  the 
vidtories  in  Spain  ;  in  the  captures  of  Maeftrcicht  and  Nimeguen  \ 
or,  above  all,  in. the  letter  which  was  publiftied  fo  lately  from  the 
illuftrious  Prince  who  thcrt  commanded  our  army  ?  This  letter  gave 
the  lie  moft  diredly  to  any  idea  of  this  fort ;  for,  in  the  moft  cm- 
phatical  language,  it  (hewed  both  the  numbers  and  enthufiaftic  ar- 
dour of  this  exhaufted  nation.  Here  the  noble  Lord  ftated  part  of 
the  Duke  of  York's  letter,  and  concluded  this  head  of  his  fpeech  by 
fomejuft  compliments  to  the  humanity,  cotiduft,  and  attention  of 
his  Royal  Highnefs  to  the  troops  under  his  command.  His  Lord- 
fhip  next  adverted  to  that  part  of  the  Speech,  which  announces  His 
Majcfty's  intention  of  making  an  effcdual  augmentation  of  his 
forces  againft  the  next  campaign  :  he  obferved,  that,  from  the  /7f- 
fual  ftate  of  Holland,  and  the  tooprobalde  one  of  Spain,  who,  though 
no  mcnti(^n  of  her  was  made  in  the  Speech,  muft  likewife  be  in^ 
clined  to  a  fcparate  peace,  France  would  be  able  to  bring  the  forces 
hitherto  employed  in  tliofe  countries,  to  the  conteft  with  us  ;  in 
whidi  cafe,  the  augmentation  to  the  troops  might  be  ncceffary  and 
proper ;  but  was  it,  he  aficed,  praflicable  r  A  noble  Lrord  (Cam- 
den) had  boafted,  that  we  had  at  prefent  the  largeft  army  ever  raifcd 
-^  this  kii^gdoni,  and  that  the  ^rcateft  part  of  it  could  be  employed 
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in  any  quarter  of  the  globe..    If  the  firft:  part  of  this  affcrtion  was 
founded  in  fa£t,  his  Lordlhip  obfervcd,  that  the  natural  inference 
to  be  drawn  from  it  was,  a  moft  ferious  reflediion  upon  the  diffi- 
culty attending  any  farther  augmentation.     It  was  well  known  ^that 
the  country  was  drained  of  men,  to  fuch  a  degree,  that  many  of  the 
new  coips  confiftcd  chiefly  of  old  men,  nearly,  paft  all  fcrvice,  and 
children,  who,  unlefs  the  war  continued  fome  years,  could  be  of  n9 
fart  of^Jervlce  \  that  even  for  fuch  ftufF  as  this,  it  was  well  known, 
twenty  and  twenty-five  guineas  had  been  given  \  ftiould  the  recruit- 
ing go  on,  a  much  greater  price,  pcflibly  double,  would  be  expect- 
ed.     By  this  enormous  bounty,  men  might  be  tempted  to  leave 
their  looms,  and  otlicr  occupations  of  induftrious  labour ;  but  was 
this  to  be  wilhed  for  ?  Would  not  the  lofs  of  (he  manufiwShircr  and. 
mechanic  be  rooft  feverely  felt,  in  the  decreafc  of   that  trade  and 
commerce,  which  alone  enabled  us  to  contend  with  all  the  dangers 
and  difficulties  which  furrounded  us  ?     Of  the  other  part  of  Lord 
Camden's  propofition,  unlefs  he  would  fay  he  fpoke  from  official 
documents,  Lord  Derby  was  inclined  very  ftrongly  to  doubt  the  ac- 
curacy ;  and  fancied  that,  if  the  inquiry  was  made,   it  would  turn 
out,   that  a  great  majority  of  our  prcfent  force  confifted-in  the  militia, 
in  the  corps  of  fcncibles,  and  yeomanry,  both  cavalry  and  infantry  ; 
many  of  whom  could  not  ferve  out  of  this  ifland, .  aod  the  remainder 
only  in  Ireland,  Guernfey,  Jcrfcy,  or  their  dependencies.     But  the 
moft  alarming  part  of  the  bufinefs  was,  what  he  had  heard  from  ti^e 
beft  audiority  ;  and  which,  if  falfc,   he  fhould  be  happy  to   hear 
contradicted  by  the  noble  Lord  who  had  lately  taken  his  feat  at  the 
head  of  the  Admiralty  ;  namely,  the  difficulty  of  getting  landfmen 
for  the  navy  fervice  ;  for,  whilft  fo  great  fums  were  given  for  the 
amy,  it  was  not  to  be  fuppofed  men  would,  for  comparatively  no- 
thing, enrol  themfelves  in  this  other  fervice^  fo  eflential  to  the  fafcty 
and  honour  of  the  country :  in  former  wars,  this  was  not  the  cafe ; 
landfmcn  were  always  found  ;  but  now,  he  found  it  was  otherwife  ; 
and  this  too  happened  at  a  moment,  when,  if  report  faid  true,  the 
French  fleet,  which  was  fuppofed  almoft  annihilated,  by  the  glo- 
rious fuccefs  of  Earl  Howe,  was  blocking  up    the    chops  of  die 
Cliannel,  and  intercepting  both  our  outward  and  homeward-bound 
trade.     Here  his  Lordfhip  adverted  to  the  capture  of  Corfica.     He 
deplored  the  expence  and  inconvenience  it  would  bnng  upon  the 
country;  and  denied  it  would  anfwer  any  cf  the  purpofcs  held  out ; 
and  diough  its  local  fituatlon  might  render  it  capable  of  fome  advan- 
tiigcs  mentioned,  their  Lordfhips  would  bear  in  mind  the  peculiar 
circumfknces  under  which  we  acquired  it.      Who  would  fay  what 
the  force  detained  for  that  purpofc  might  not  have  done  in  another 
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quarter,  or  "how  profitably  they  might  have  been  occupied  in  th« 
Weft  Indies  ?     He  believed  few  of  their  LQrdfbips  would,   at  thi» 
moment,  vouch  for  the  fafety  of  our  iflands  in  diefc  parts,  as  it  was 
pretty  generally  underftood  an  armament  of  the  enemy  was  proba- 
bly there  before  this  time,  of  a  force  much  fuperior  to  ours.      He 
conceived   Corfica  would  not  indemnify  the  additional  cxpence  it 
would  rnevltably  create  to  the  country.     Nor  did  he  apprehend  this 
could  be  any  objeft  to  the  Miniftcrs  in  planning  or  accepting  of  its 
feizure.     There  were  many  individuals  to  provide  for,   and   tho 
finccures  tlicy  would  enjoy  as  officers  in  the  new  kingdom,   he  fuf- 
pcfted  would  look  for  riieir  pay  from  the  old.     And  the  grcatcft  ufc 
to  which  this  boafted  territory  could  be  applied,  was  to  afibrd  Mi- 
niftcrs an  apology  for  increafing  their  dependants,  and  extending 
that  patronage  which  was  already  fo  enormous  and  fo  abufed.      But 
it  wasP  a(ked,  by  a  noble  Lord,  would  you  crouch   for  peace,   and 
make,  by  fo  doing,  to  all  the  world,  a  humiliating  confcffion  of 
weaknefs  r  To  thishc  would  anfwer,  that  nothing  of  this  fort  could  be 
imputed  to  the  prefent  amendment ;  and  that  neither  he,  nor  any  of 
thofe  with  whom  he  had  the  honour  to  aft,  had  ever  thought  of  a  peacc^ 
but  upon  terms  of  fafety,  advantage,  and  honour  to  the  country* 
Should  the  nation  at  laft  fee  this  bul'.nefs  in  the  ligjit  he  did,  it 
v/ould  be  an  eafy  matter  for  them  to  obviate  the  other  objeflion,  by 
defiring  His  Majefty  to  place  his  confidence  in  thofe  men  who  had 
opjx)fcd  this  ruinous  war,  at  its  commencement,  and  in  every  fub- 
fequent  ftage  of  dfie  bufincfs  ;  and  alfo,  confequently,  could  not  be 
faid  to  make  any  fuch  confcflion  of  weaknefs  ;  whilft  they  propofed 
a  peace,  which  was  always  the  firft  wifh  of  their  hearts.     All  thcfc 
things  difpofcd  him  to  accede  to  the  amendment.     He  deprecated 
<he  interference  of  party  motives,  in  what  he  declared,  before  God 
and  their  Lordfliips,  to  be  the   real  fentiments  of  his  heart.      He 
kad  not  another  ynth  than  for  the  welfare  of  his  country.     Tin's 
inight  fometimcs  infpire  him  with  warmth,  but  he  hoped  never  to 
■addrcfs  their  Lordfliipsbut  in  the  language  of  a  gentleman,  and  Hie 
xefpcd  which  he  knew  to  be  their  due.     He  very  cordially  acceded 
to  all  that  had  been  faid  by  the  ooble  Lords  who  had  fpoken  before 
liim,  concerning  the  negociation  of  a  domcftic  nature,  fo  confonant, 
he  well  knew,  to  all  their  Lordfliips'  feelings,  as  well  as  his  own. 
He  would  always  feel  happy  in  whatever  augmented  the  happinefs 
•of  the  Royal  perfonages  alluded  to,  and  he  fliould  never  fail  in  be- 
ing forward  to  realize  that  fentiment  whenever  occafion  oiFered. 
Having  thus  cxprcfTcd  his  fentiments  of  what  the  Speech  contained, 
he  would  now  congratulate  the  country  upoawhat  was,  for  the  firft 
time,  left  out  of  it ;  namely^  a  rumour  of  plots,  which  had  sk>  ex- 
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iftence ;  and  -an  excitement  to  alarm,  for  which  there  was  no  foun- 
dation :  to  all  reports  of  this  fott,  the  decifion  of  an  Englilh  jury  had 
put,  he  hoped,  a  complete  end  ;  as  much  to  their  own  honour,  as, 
he*  thought  it,  to  the  fafcty  and  happinefs  of  their  country.  He 
concluded^  by  giving  his  voice  for  the  amendment,  and  iignified 
bis  moft  ardent  defire  that  the  .war  might  not  be  purfued  any  longer, 
and  that  Minifters  would  paufe  on  the  prefent  fituation  ;  retraft  the 
erroneous  principles  tliey  had  hitherto  fupported  ;  and  by  trpading 
lock  the  fteps  of  error,  make  the  only  atonement  in  their  power  to 
an  injured  country. 

Earl  SPENCER  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  in  many  of  his 
leading  pofitions,  but  though  he  acquicfced  in  his  premifes,  doubted 
their  conclufions  would  be  very  different.  He  admitted  the  extra- 
ordinary refources  of  the  enemy,  but  inferred  from  that  fadt,  the 
ncccflity  of  our  uniting  our  beft  endeavours  againft  them.  .The  ef- 
forts of  France  were  of  fuch  an  uncertain  nature,  that  they  muft  be 
ihortly  cxhaufled.  That  they  had  made  aftonifhing  exertions  in  the 
courfeof  the  laft  campaign,  he  thought  could  not  be  denied,  but  it 
was  only  another  reafon  for  our  further  afliduity.  They  undoubt- 
edly fecmed  avcrfe  as  much  as  poflible  to  peace,  but  our  unanimity 
in  carrying  on  the  war  was  the  likelieft  means,  in  his  mind,  to, 
produce  a  change  in  their  opinion.  He  felt  himfelf  in  very  awk- 
ward circumftances  as  Handing  officially  before  their  Lord(hips. 
Such  explanations,  however,  as  were  expelled  of  him  in  thit  capa- 
city, notwithilanding  the  (hortnefs  of  the  time  he  had  been  in  it,  he 
would  endeavour  to  give.  He  could  not  refiife  the  truth  of  a  re- 
mark which  fell  from  a  noble  Lord  who  had  juft  fpoken,  that  the 
cagemcfs  in  providing  men  for  the  army  fcnfibly  afiedled  the  fea 
fcrvicc.  But  he  prefumed  the  wifdom  of  the  country,  and  thofe 
who  had  the  regulation  of  the  bufincfs,  would  efFedlually  furmount 
that  difficulty.  He  was  fatisfied  in  his  own  mind  that  the  rumours 
of  the  French  fuperiority  in  the  Weft  Indies  were  premature,  and 
had  not  a  doubt  but  our  force  by  this  time,  was  fuperior  to  theirs. 
The  report  of  their  fleet  poffefling  in  fo  formidable  a  manner  the 
channel,  came  before  the  Public  rather  in  a  (jucftionable  fliapc. 
It  was  however  attended  with  fuch  circumftances,  as  had  influenced 
His  Majelly's  Minifters  to'adopt  fome  fteps  in  confequence,  which 
he  hoped  their  Lordftiips  could  not  think  improper.  As  to  Corfica, 
he  confidercd  it,  and  fo  muft  every  judicious  man,  as  a  very  great 
acquilition  to  this  country.  If  it  were  not  fo,  France  would  not 
be  fo  eager  to  have  it  again  in  their  poflcflion  ;  it  was  of  great  im- 
portance to  us,  in  a  naval  point  of  view.  He  acknowledged  him- 
felf but  little  accuftonied  to  fpeak  in  public,  and  begged  any  defers 
Vol.  XLIL  '  D 
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of  that  kind  might  be  cxcufed.  He  had  at  the  fame  time  fpokeit 
what  he  thought  now,  and  always  thought  on  the  fubjcdt,  very  hb- 
ncftly.  It  was  a  time,  in  his  opinion,  in  which  every  man  ou^t 
to  fpeak  out,  and  fairly  avow  his  fentiments.  The  noble  Lord 
who  fpoke  before  him  had  held  this  language,  and  bethought  him- 
fclf  equally  entitled  to  ufe  it,  though  their  notions  on  the  prefent 
qucftion  were  very  diflFerent.  He  had  only  to  affure  their  Lord- 
fliips,  that  nothing  fliould  be  wanting  on  his  part  to  render  the 
EngUfti  navy  refpcflable.  The  country,  he  certainly  thought, 
were  in  poiTcflion  of  tlie  means,  and  he  would  endeavour  to  do  his 
duty  in  making  the  beft  ufe  of  them  he  could. 

Marquis  TOWNSHEND  rofe  and  alledged,  that  the  mode  of 
.  rairmg  both  the  fencibles  and  militia  mud  be  detrimental,  as  well 
to  the  army  as  the  navy,  and  regretted  this  inconvenience  could  not 
be  prevented. — He  had  long  wiftied  fome  means  were  adopted  for 
encouraging  the  Marines.  They  were  an  ufcful  body  of  men,  and 
it  vras  lamentable  they  had  not  been  increafed.  He  did  not  fee 
how,  as  matters  were  now  circumftanced,  the  war  could  be  rcHn- 
quifhed.  He  was  dierefore  with  the  Addrefs,  and  againft  the  amend- 
ment. 

Lord  BORINGDON  faid,  that  Parliament  being  affcmbled  in 
die  prefent  extraordinary  (ituation  of  public  affairs,  for  the  purpofc 
of  coHcfting  the  deliberative  wifdom  of  the  countr}',  and  not  for  the 
ends  of  private  intereft  or  private  ambition,  that  he  doubted  not 
that  every  noble  Lord  who  addreffed  their  Lordftiips  on  that  night, 
would  come  forward  with  die  xcal  of  undifguifcd  fcntifnents  of  liis 
hearty  and  the  doing  fo,  he  faid,  was  a  fufficient  excufe  for  trcf- 
pafling  on  the  time  and  indulgence  of  the  Houfe.^-Hc  (kid,  it  was 
impoiTible  not  to  congratulate  their  Lordihips  on  the  confidence  and 
patience  with  which  the  country  had  awaited  the  deliberations  and 
decifions  of  its  Parliament,  and  obferved  that  hiftor)'  did  nof  pre- 
fent to  us  a  period  where  the  wifdom  and  dignity  of  the  EnglKh 
charader  were  ever  more  confpicuous,  or  when  there  w^s  a  mors 
general  fpirit  of  indcpendance  among  every  clafs  of  inhabitants.—- 
He  alluded  to  the  patriotic  principles  on  which  the  Eaft  India  Com- 
pany had  lately  come  forward,  and  praifed  in  the  higheft  terms  th« 
high  and  proper  fpirit  of  the  nation  at  large.  He  faid  he  only  re- 
joiced in  this  circumdancc  from  its  tending  infaillibty  to  prove  that 
if  Our  enemies  were  influenced  by  unbounded  pride,  and  indulged 
themfelves  in  the  expe<^ations  of  any  immoderate  aggrandizement, 
that  we  were  determined  to  humble  that  pride,  and  to.difappoint 
thofc  cxpeflations :  he  faid,  he,  for  one,  (hould  be  far  from  cxult- 
iiig  in  the  prefent  temper  of  the  countryi  if  he  conceived  that  it,  it¥ 


A.  1794.  DEBATES.  19 

unfmj,  led  to  a  contumacious  determination  to  difcard  every  idea 
of  peace.  It  went  indeed  to  inftigatc  us  to  cariy  on  the  war  with 
unabated  energy  and  additional  vigour,  unril  fuch  time  as  Parlia- 
mcnt  (hould  think  that  a  peace  might  be  concluded  with  fecurity  ; 
but  it  certainly  went  no  farther.  His  Lordlhip  faid  he  (hould  vote 
for  the  addrefs,  through  conviftion  that  the  warm  and  refpeflful 
afTuranccs  which  were  offered  in  it  to  His  Majcfty,  were  of  all  others 
the  means  beft  calculated,  not  to  acquire  a  fliort  moment  of  dif- 
graceful  inaflivity,  but  to  acquire  a  juft,  folid,  fccure,  and  ho- 
nourable peace.  He  faid  no  one  in  the  country  was  more  defimus 
than  he  was  for. the  fpecdy  attainment  of  that  bleffmg,  and  faid  that 
nothing  but  a  real  belief  that  the  adoption  of  vigorous  meafures  at 
prcfent  was  calculated  to  fecurc  it,  could  pofltbly  induce  him  to 
give  them  his  fupport.  As  he  had  expreflcd  his  wifhes  for  the  return 
of  peace,  he  faid  he  could  not  help  adding  the  hopes  which  he  was 
led  to  entertain  that  no  great  length  of  time  would  elapfe  before  fome 
fort  of  f«:urity  might  be  given  to  our  ncgociations.  He  faid  thofc 
hopes  were,  in  great  meafure,  founded  on  the  deftruftion  of  the 
horrid,  and  hidicrto  unpradifed  fyftem  of  terror  which  had  fo  long 
tyrannifed  over  France ;  and  from  thofe  principles  of  returning 
rcafon  and  moderation  which  fo  fortunately  for  mankind  had,  for 
fevcral  months,  appeared  to  influence  the  French  Government.  He 
faid,  however,  that  die  language  againft  this  country  ftill  made  ufe 
of  in  the  Convention  was  unqueftionably  very  violent,  but  truftod 
that  ere  long,  fomewhat  of  that  violence  would  abate.  He  faid, 
in  his  opinion,  this  was  of  very  material  importance,  for  that  he 
for  one  perfoclly  approved  of  the  truth  and  wifdom  with  which  the 
noble  Secretary  of  State  (Lord  Grenville)had  laft  fcffion  made  known 
the  end  of  the  war — ^when  he  faid  that  it  was  to  extinguiih  the 
means,  or,  if  that  was  impoffible,  to  diminifli  the  inclination,  to 
hoftility.  He  concluded  by  exprefllng  the  confidence  he  had  in 
His  Majefty  s  Miniilers,  and  his  hopes  that  dicy  would  endeavour 
to  promote  the  go?>d  of  their  country,  and  meet  the  wifhes  of  the 
public.  He  fupplicated  the  Houfe  to  be  moderate  and  unanimous ; 
and  faid  that  that  line  of  conduct  was,  in  his  opinion,  calculated 
above  all  others,  to  lower  any  fuppofcd  expeftations  of  aggrandize- 
xnent  on  the  part  of  France. 

The  Marquis  of  LANSDOWNE  was  much  concerned  to  find 
the  dangers  he  foretold  had  come  to  pafs.  It  was  fome  fatisfadion 
to  him  to  reflp£l  that  he  had  done  his  duty,  and  that  he  could  with 
confidence  refer  to  his  proteft  in  1793,  and  to  his  motion  in  1794, 
(vide  Dcbrett's  Parliamentary  Regifter,  vol.  XXXI X.  page  93), 
bot}i  on  their  I^ordfliips'  records.   The  talk  was  a  painful  one,  no^  • 
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was  it  a  little  irkforac,  particularly  to  him,  who  had,  for  a  courfo 
of  above  thirty  yea^s,  experienced  fuch  indulgence  from  the  Houfc; 
to  find  every  thing  he  could  fay  during  the  two  entire  laft  feflions 
not  only  difregarded,  but  the  mod  abfurd  and  worft  of  motives  at- 
tributed to  himfelf  and  the  noble  Lords  who  voted  with  him,  be- 
caufe  they  forewarned  their  Lordfhips  of  the  inevitable  confcquencea 
of  the  mcafures  they  were  about  to  purfuc. — The  evil  day  was  now 
arrived— Minifters,  however,  fecmed  ftill  determined  to  pcrfeverc. 
He  trufted  that,  in  this  fituatioh,  their  Lordlliips  would  infift  on 
fomething  more  than  tlie  mere  declamations  of  laft  feflion,  that  they 
^ould  know  the  true  ground  upon  which  things  flood,  and  on 
whofc  fide  the  balance  refts,  fo  far  as  the  war  has  gone ;— what 
pi^r  comparative  means  are— what  objefls  we  have  in  view-^ 
what  dependence  we  can  have  on  our  numerous  allies— and  what 
they  can  have  on  us.  Was  there  a  prOfpeft  of  military  fuccefs  ? 
The  anfwer  to  this  great  firft  queftion  was,  that  we  had  raifed  the 
greateft  army  that  ever  this  country  produced  in  any  war.  If  this 
was  tnip,  what  a  libel  upon  Minifters.  What  became  of  thefe  ar- 
mies ?  They  were  to  be  fecn  no  where  ;  they,  were  gone  to  God, 
and  were  no  longer  to  be  feen  among  men.  They  had  been  fquan- 
dcred,  fent  here  and  there  without  plan,  without  co-operation  or 
principle,  and  were  at  this  moment  almoft  cxtinguifhed.  Look  at 
every  corner  of  the  earth  where  our  arms  were  to  be  found,  and 
fee  the  iituation  in  which  we  were  left.  In  the  Weft  Indies  th^ 
lituation  was  too  melancholy  for  the  heart  to  refleft  on  it.  Afk  the 
Weft  India  merchants  how  many  troops  have  been  afllgncd  to  the 
defence  of  the  ifland  of  Guadaloupe;  make  the  famcinquiry  with  regard 
to  all  our  other  iflands. — It  will. be  found  tliat  all  have  been  rilkcd 
to  make  conquefts  of  others ;  and  that  thefe  conquefts,  as  foon  a? 
made,  have  been  ncglcflcd,  fa  as  to  be  upon  the  point  of  falling 
back  into  the  hands  of  die  Republicans, .  under  every  circumftancc 
of  horror.  Guadaloupe  he  looked  upon  the  fame  as  gone :  the 
two  great  officers  by  whpfe  unparalleled  efforts  we  had  been  fo  fuc- 
cefsful,  were  in  themfclves  hofls  ;  but  abandoned  as  they  had  been, 
it  was  impoffible  for  them  to  do  every  thing.  The  mortality  na- 
tural to  the  climate  ought  to  have  been  forefeen  ;  and  though  it 
undoubtedly  had  been  greater  than  in  common  fcafons,  yet  there 
was  no  apology  for  the  utter,  negleft  in  which  thofe  iflands  and 
thofc  brave  men  had  been  left.  If  they  yftxc  favcd  at  all,  they 
muft  be  faved  by  the  fame  negleft  on  the  part  of  France.  But 
we  were  told  by  the  noble  Earl,  that  probably  we  were  by  this  time 
fupcrior  at  fea.  He  was  glad  to  hear  this  ftated  to  their  Lordfhips. 
But  furcly  this  was  not  of  i:felf  fufficicnt,  for  fhips  were  not  of 
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thcmfclvcs  fufficfent  for  the  maintenance  of  the  iflands.    But  it  wa»  . 
not  here  only  that  there  had  been  neglcft  ;  even  Corfica,  the  fa- 
vourite child  of  MinUlcrs,  had  been  equally  abandoned,  and  was  at 
this  moment  in  a  perilous  iituation.     Thoi^h  hundreds  of  thou- 
iands  of  men,  (take  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  together,  it  is  a 
literal  fad),  had  been  raifed  and  fent  about  here  and  there,  wc 
had  been  efFedlive  no  whcrc-^Our  officers  were  children,  our  gre- . 
nadiers  invalids.     We  had  an  enormous  army  without  force,  and 
which  melted  away  and  became  aipplcd,  through  the  miferablc 
principle  upon  which  it  was  raifed.     On  every  fide  we  faw  boys  in 
uniform,   who  had  juft  quitted  their  Ovid's  Mctamorphofis,  and  ' 
were  themfclves  afloniihed  at  being  metamorplwfed  into  Captains 
and  Colonels.    Comparifons  it  wasfaid  were  odious  ;  but  common 
fcnfe  required  that  they  (hould  compare  the  figure  that  wc  had  made 
in  the  laft  campaign  with  that  which  the  French  Republic  had  made* 
He  held  in  his  hand  a  fummary  of  the  laft  campaign  of  the  French ; 
he  would  read  it,  becaufe  it  was  very  (hort,  and  could  not  fail  of 
producing  its  proper  cffcA  on  their  Lordfhips.     It  was  as  follows : 

Abstract  of  the  Operations  of  the  French  Armies,  in  thp 

Campaign  of  j  794. 

Twcnty-tbree  ficjjes  fuccefsfully  condudled. 

Six  pitched  battles  dccifivcly  won. 

Two  thoufand  eight  hundred  and  ihr«e  pieces  of  cnnnon  taken. 

Sixty  thoufand  of  the  bed  troops  of  >£urope,  compelled  to  furrende^ 
priibners  of  war,  either  by  capitulation  or  in  the  field.  * 

One  hundred  and  forty-four  towns  and  cities  captured,  among  chem 
many  of  the  flrongcft  fortrciTes  in  Europe., 

The  authenticity  of  this  ftatement  would  be  vindicated  by  the  mod 
fcrupulous  examination  of  fads,  and  the  names  of  the  places  taKen^ 
mjgjit  be  afcertained  by  a  reference  to  the  maps>  which  exhibit  the 
different  theatres  of  the  v^ar.  And  thefe  were  independent  of  thq 
late  vi<3«rics  in  Spain ; — in  Spain^  which  at  this  moment  lay  almoft 
completely  a^  their  mercy.  It  was  well  known,  that  there  were 
but  four  foundcries  of  cannon  in  Spain,  two  of  which  were  in  the 
hands  of  the  French. — One  neafr  Pampcluna  had  probably  alfo 
fallen ;  and  at  this  moment  there  was  but  one  fortified  town  re- 
maiiiing  in  the  hands  of  the  Spanifh  Monarch.  If  the  French  had 
been  fo  ftrong  and  terrible  when  they  had  to  combat  with  all  the 
world,  would  they  be  Icfs  fo,  when  they  (hall  have  made  a  treaty 
with  Holland,  by  which  they  would,  under  the  afped  of  neutrality^ 
receive  all  manner  of  fuppHes  through  her  adive  commercial  fpirit  ? 
Would  they  be  Icfs  formidable,  when  Spain  (hould  be  obliged  tq 
field  to  them  upon  any  conditions  they  (hould  be  pleafc^d  to  didiate  i 
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He  was  afraid  to  look  at  the  conditions  they  nright  impofe ;  it  was 
ia  fubjeft  better  fiiited  for  meditation  than  for  difcuffion  in  that 
Houfe.  Would  they  be  lefs  formidable  when  they  Ihall  have 
ovcr-nm  Italy,  a  country  enfeebled  by  the  dcbafing  confequences 
of  a  profligate  government,  and  rendered  totally  incapable  of  de- 
fending itfelf  r  Would  they  be  lefs  likely  to  make  head  againft  us 
by  the*  wonders  tliey  had  perforrncd  on  the  banks  of  the  Rhine, 
wonders  which  were  enough  to  make  one  man  two  ?  Surely  when 
noble  Lords  ferioufly  entered  into  the  confidcration  of  the  compa- 
rative fitaation  of  the  two  countries,  it  was  monftrous  to  hear  it 
alfcrted  that  we  could  hope  to  fubduc  them  by  military  force.  The 
news  brought  thirt  day  was  an  additional  argument  againft  any  fuch 
idea ;  the  froft  was  fet  in  fo  as  in  all  likelihood  to  make  the  Waal 
paffablc:  the  bridge  at  Arnheim  had  been  carried  away  by  the 
floating  ice,  fo  as  to  expofe  our  cavalry  to  the  utmoft  hazard.  Un- 
der fuch  circumftances  it  was  not  very  likely  that  the  negociation 
wiih  Holland  would  go  off,  and  this  calamity,  which  His  Majcfty 
fo  feelingly  depk>rcd  in  his  fpcech,  was  to  be  added  to  all  the  other 
difaAers  of  the  campaign.  It  was  only  neceflary  to  look .  a  little 
farther,  and  in  the  Diet  of  the  Empire  they  might  fee  that  a  great 
majority  was  for  n<^ociating  with  France.  The  Eledtor  of  Hano- 
ver, left  in  a  feeble  minority,  was  diftinguiftied  for  nothing  but  his 
violence  in  the  fyftcm  of  war.  Was  it  likely,  that  after  the  fcnfc 
of  Germany  had  been  fo  cxpreffed,  that  they  fliould  be  roufcd  to 
fixcrt  themfelvcs  ;  that  they  (hould  rife  in  a  mafs  to  rcfift  the  tor- 
rent j  or  that  they  fliould  cordially  co-operate  againft  the  enemy  ? 
,  Had  we  been  more  fuccefsful  in  negociating  with  our  allies  ?  Had 
we  fucceeded  in  uniting  Pruflia  and  Auftria  ?  lliofe  two  powers,  it 
was  well  known,  could  not  truft  each  other :  PruflTia  never  had 
been  in  truth  the  encmv  of  France,  and  he  could  not  be  fo.  Thofc 
powers,  mutually  and  neccflarily  rivals,  looked  only  to  their  private 
intcrefts;  and  who  could  blame  them  ?  They  regarded  tlieir  own 
country  with  becoming  feelings  ;  they  were  not  their  own  enemies ; 
they  had  not  a  Parliament  to  ftand  between  them  and  the  people, 
and  therefore  their  Miniftcrs  were  more  careful  of  the  advice  which 
fhey  gave  to  their  mafters,  as  the  confcquences  muft  fall  on  their 
own  heads.  With  thefe  fentiments,  it  was  not  to  be  wondered 
that,  however  they  had  been  brought  to  commence  the  unnatural 
league,  they  had  never  been  ferious  friends  in  the  conteft,  and  in- 
deed it  would  not  be  difficult  to  prove,  that  Pruffia,  as  he  had  no 
fupport  but  from  France  againft  the  4X)wer  of  his  rival,  had  never 
ferioufly  been  the  eneniy  of  France,  the  difmemberment  of  which 
would  have  been  fata}  to  himfelf.     The  third  light  in  which  tlHS 
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pdittcal  queiUon  was  to  be  confideredy  was  the  compariron  of  re- 
fources.  To  be  furc  it  was  pleafant  to  hear  of  24  millions  bejng 
nifcd  in  a  morning.  He  did  not  mean  to  cry  down  credit ;  it  was 
a  fjrftem  calculated  in  its  nature  to  do  wonders  while  it  lalted.  A 
great  merchant  of  30,000  pounds  capital,  could  have  more  credit 
than  a  nobleman  of  an  hereditary  fortune.  He  might  circulate  his 
paper  for  five  or  fix  hundred  thoufand  pounds,  but  there  are  many 
examples,  and  too  many  of  the  fatal  confequences : — the  fact  is^ 
that  both  public  and  private  credit  have  a  certain  limit.  He 
would  not  enter  into  the  difcufiion  of  the  wild  theories  about  the 
nature  of  credit  by  which  tlicy  firove  to  delude  themfclves ;  they  had 
originated  in  France  under  its  old  fyftem,  and  yet  France  had  not 
been  faved.  The  truth  was,  we  might  go  on  in  the  fame  blind 
path  without  perceiving  our  danger,  until  we  tell  into  the  abyii  to 
^hich  it  led.  And  what  were  the  objections  to  treating  with  the 
FreiKh  for  peace  ?  The  firft  was  too  contemptible  for  a  ierious  an- 
fwer.  With  whom  could  we  treat  in  France  ?  It  was  a  quefiion  un* 
worthy  even  of  a  German  Diet.  We  certainly  could  find  perfons 
to  treat  with,  if  we  had  a  difpoiition  to  feck  them.  France,  with 
all  its'  changes  of  parties,  and,  in  the  midft  of  its  mofl;  violent  com* 
motions,  had  not  falfificd  its  engagements  fince  the  Revolution,  with 
any  one  foreign  State.  The  next  reafon  was — ^What!  fhould  we 
give  up  our  invaluable  conquefis  ?  As  to  thofe  invaluable  conquefis, 
one  part  of  them,  thofe  in  the  Weft  Indies,  were  likely  not  to 
ftand  in  our  way— —The  polfeflion  even  of  Martinique  cannot 
be  depended  on.  As  to  CoHica,  our  other  great  and  invaluable 
conqueft,  he  would  fiate  to  their  Lordfhips  the  account  which  M. 
Ncckar  had  given  of  that  rich  ifland ;  he  would  alfo  read  the  ac- 
count which  another  perfon  of  great  eminence  had  given  of  it, 
though,  alas  1  he  was  a  Democrat :  it  was  juft  poflible,  however, 
for  a  Democrat  to  be  a  man  of  fenfe  and  integrity.  The  perfon 
that  he  alluded  to  was  the  celebrated  M.  Volney. 
M  Neckar's  account  of  Corfica  is— 

That  it  contains  450  fquare  leagues — 124,000  fouls — 550,^00  livret 
was  the  whole  lof  the  revenue— and  :% 50,000  ducats  were  paid  by  the 
King,  excluiive  of  troops  and  military  expences,  in  addition  to  its  own 
rerenue. 

M.  Volney's  account  was  ftill  more  curious.-— 

It  was  quite  in  a  favage  flate.  The  power  in  the  hands  of  poor, 
greedy,  ignorant  heads  of  families.  A  fyflem  of  myflery  concerted  be-> 
tween  them  and  the  French  employed  there,  to  conceal  and  mifrepre*< 
fent  every  thing,  left  the  French  fliould  be  difgufled,  and  abandon  the 
polTefllon.  The  French  expenditure,  independent  of  excraordinaries, 
was  above  te9  Qmes  the  revenue^  which  do  not  amount  to  30o,oo» 
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litres,  T^ich  were  three  years  io  arrcar,  and  diminiftied  a  third  by  the 
Council  in  1790,  The  Cuftom-houfc  docs  not  do  more  than  pay  the 
officers.  There  were  two  Attorney  Generals — Two  Direftor  Generals 
—Not  one  bookfcller-^Not  a  printing-prcfs,  except  one  belonging  to 
Government.  The  communications  with  the  Continent  were  fo  fub- 
jedt  to  interruption,  as  to  prevent  any  for  two  months  together.— 
Voters  attend  the  ele£tio.ns  with  fword^,  pifbls,  flilettos,  &c. 

The  next  thing  he  was  afraid  their  Ix»d(hips  would  not  com- 
prehcnil. 

Votes  are  fold,  and  the  price  is  afcertained  like  merchaniize. 

Their  Lordfliips  ^ould  be  ftill  Icfs  able  to  comprehend  what 
follows. 

Their  Aflembly  of  400  perfons  was  led  by  eight  or  ten  Chiefs,  who 
form  between  themlclves  AriftocratiQ  Leagues,  who  give  and  take  reci- 
procally pen  lions  and  places,  quarrel  and  make  it  up— -rftvc  un  mohiUt^ 
tsf  inconftance  incroyahle — But  the  liberty  of  the  many,  and  French  ino- 
ney^  pays  the.  expence  of  the  whpie. 

There  was  no  indullry— not  fo  much  as  a  match  to  light  a  fire, 
which  is  not  brought  from  Genoa  or  Leghorn.  The  country  unin- 
habkable  for  want  of  fafety.  The  farmers  go  to  plough  armed.  The 
culture  facrificed  to  beads.  A  decided  preference  for  France ;  but  fo 
incalculable  is  the  Corfican  nation,  arrange  every  thing  to-day,  you 
will  in  a  (hort  moment  find  all  that  you  have  done  amounts  to  nothing 
more  than  paying  a  military  force,  which  will  never  be  complete,  will 
coft  immenfely  without  ever  going  out  of  the  iiland,  and  will  ceafe 
to  be  labourers,  'without  ever  becoming  foldiers. 

Such  was  the  invaluable  ifland  of  Coffica.  If  it  had  not  been 
for  this  idle  cnfcrprife  we  n^ight  have  had  the  fincft  fleet  that  this 
country  ever  {^vf ;  wc  might  have  protcfted  our  commerce,  guarded 
our  coafts,  given  confidence  to  induftry,  and  inftead  of  the  abomi- 
nable attempt  to  ftarve  the  French  by  intercepting  their  corn,  wc 
might  have  done  what  was  confiftent  with  legitimate  war,  inter- 
cepted their  naval  ftores,  we  might  have  faved  the  efFufion  of  much 
human  blood.  But- 'then,  undoubtedly,  wc  (hould  not  have  been 
able  to  have  added  half  a  dozen  finecures  to  the  influence  of  the 
Crown,  to  be  parcelled  out  among  the  men  who  were  alarmed  for 
the  exiftence  of  the  Conftitution.  He  ridiculed  the  idea  of  debating 
ourfelves  by  the  ofTcr  of  peace,  nothing  could  be  more  extravagant. 
If  two  countries  were  difpofcd  to  treat,  they  might  come  together 
without  fubmiflions  on  cither  part.  Did  any  body  think  that 
France  lowered  itfelf,  when  the  Duke  of  Choifeuil  fent  here  Monf. 
dc  Bufly  to  treat,  or  that  we  lowered  ourfelves  when  we  propofcd 
to  treat  afterwards  through  the  Sardinian  Miniftcrr — Or,  what  i& 
'  ftill  more  in  point,  when  wc  fent  repeatedly  to  treat  witli  the  Ame- 
ricans?— Or,  did  the  Marquis  dc  Vergennes  lower  his  country  when 
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be  fent  MonT.  dt  Rcyneval  to  propok  the  laft  peaec  ?  There  ftill^ 
however,  remained  in  the  minds  of  many,  another  difficulty ;— -it 
was  fuppofed  that  France  would  not  treat  with  the  prefent  Minifters  t 
be.did  not  believe  the  hA ;  other  men  might  perhaps  obtdn  fome'- 
what  better  termsi  and  probably  with  more  cordiality ;  but  the  great 
mcafure  of  peace  was  what  was  wanting,  the  more  or  the  lefs  was 
comparatively  not  an  objeA.  All  that  Minifters  have  to.  do  is,  to 
confeis  their  error,  to  acknowledge  that  they  have  misjudged  the 
iiiteicft,  the  power,  and  the  difpolition  of  both  countries;  or  let 
them  do  the  fame  as  they  have  done,  much,  to  their  honour,  with 
Ac  United  States.  However  warranted  he  might  perfopally  be  by 
what  pafled  laft  year,  he  did  not  wifh  to  contraft  their  language  and 
condud  fcgardii^  America  then,  with  what  they  have  very  wifely 
done.  He  was  happy  to  find  them  acknowledge  the  policy  of  the 
boundaij  which  they  fo  ftrongly  arraigned,  acknowledged  by  their 
an^  confirmation  of  it,  and  to  find  farther  conceffions  added^ 
whidi  he  only  lamented,  for  the  honour  of  this  country,  had  not 
tikcn  place  ten  years  ago.  Nobody  could  think  the  worfe  of  them 
fer  doing  at  laft  what  was  right  towards  our  American  brethren. 
"  I  have  no  perfonal  feelings  on  the  fubjedl.  I  am  not  a  man  who 
would  force  himfelf  upon  any  Prince  as  a  Minifter  againft  his  will  t 
It  is  inoonfiftent  with  the  decency  of  a  gentleman  fo  to  obtrude  him- 
felf, and  therefore  I  am  perfonally  out  of  the  queftion  when  I  give 
thb  opinion." — The  noble  Marquis  alfo  faid,  that  it  perhaps  would 
be  one  of  the  wifeft  reforms  that  could  be  introduced  into  our  Con« 
fiitution,  to  make  our  Minifters  Minifters  for  life,  provided  that  at 
the  £une  time,  they  ihould  be  fubject  to  the  fame  exemplary  pu* 
niflunent  for  evciy  mifchievous  advice  they  gave  to  their  Sovereign; 
one  example  would  be  worth  twenty  changes.  At  leaft  it  v^uld 
be  better  than  the  prefent  loofe  and  unprofitable  fyftem  of  one  fet 
of  men  turning  out  another,  and  where,  amidft  sJl  their  changes^i 
the  fame  inconfidcnte  meafures  were  uniformly  adopted  by  all* 
11)e  noble  Marquis  concluded  by  giving  his  hearty  approbation  of 
die  amendment. 

Lord  MUJ-GRAVE  adverted  to  former  wars  with  France,  and 
comparing  the  fituations,  drew  very  convincing  deductions,  that  the 
prefent  conteft  was  very  far  from  being  hopelcfs.  He  fpoke  of  the 
amazing  difference  made  by  one  vidtory  in  a  campaign,  and  argued, 
from  the  exhaufted  ftate  of  France,  the  neceffity  of  vigorous  exer- 
tions. To  confirm  his  ailment,  he  entered  into  a  hiftory  of  the 
wars  of  Louis  XI V.  in  which  he  defcribed  the  different  checks  that 
Prince  experienced.  Though  we  had  been  hitherto  unfortunate^ 
he  had  nodoubt  ultimately  of  fucceis.     He  did  not  yet  defpair  ^ 
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ftebg  MOtfier  Blenheim.     To  fcAUm  die  cxsunple  of  HoUand  in 
negociating  a  peace,  would  be  ruinous  and  difgracdbd.     We  fhoiM 
Cpniider  what  we  awed  to  our  pofkeiity.    If  once,  fakl  hisx  Lordffup, 
we  fuflEer  cruehjr  and  Republicaii  principles  to  be  introduced  »nor^ 
U89  it  is  impoBible  to  £iy  what  wHl  become  of  us.     There  woidd 
be  anend of  that  free  and  moderate  liberty,  which  gives  dignitf 
and  eneigy  to  the  mind.    The  nobte  Lord  then  look  notice  of  wh»r 
had  fidlen  from  Lord  Lanfdowne  re^pcSing  Corfica.     He  had  en- 
tertained the  Houie  wkh  one  part  of  what  M.  YcAncj  had  faid  ef  it ; 
but  he  could  not  help  thinking^  that  foitiethtng  muft  be  left  untold 
of  its  advantages,  ok  what  could  have  induced  the  French  to  have 
fpent  fi>  much  blood  and  trea&re  to  keep  poflfeffion  of  it.     He  did 
sot  cxpeA  that  our  national  treafusy  would  reap  anj  pecuniarf  ad« 
vantage  from  it ;  but  was  that  a  reafon  why  Corfica  was  not  a  rsb- 
luaUe  poffeflion  i     Was  Gibraltar  a  fetdement  of  revenue  ?  and 
yet  fuch  was  its  political  importance^  ^t  in  all  the  negociadons  we 
have  had,  and  often  when  a  ooniiderable  exdiange  has  been  propo- 
fed  for  it,  no  Minifter  in  this  country  ever  dared  to  ofier  to  bsogsun 
k  away.     He  concluded  by  giving  his  hearty  afTcnt  to  die  AddreTs. 

Earl  STANHOPE  faid,  I  do  not  nib  for  the  purpofe  of  d^wtt- 
ing,  for  the  dme  of  debating  is  no  more.     Events  ^ak  for  them* 
felves,  and  the  difafters  of  diis  accurfed  war  are  the  beft  anfwers  to 
thofe  who  dare  defend  it.     The  noble  Lord,  fays  he,  does  not  de- 
%air  of  feeing  another  Blenheim :  he  did  not  defpair  eidier  of  keep- 
ing Toulon'*--dsd  he  keep  it  r  It  is  curious,  faid  die  noble  Earl, 
to  hear  the  dodtrines  of  thofe  who  fupport  this  war— You  arc  told, 
in  anfwer  to  all  ideas  of  reform,  that  no  country  can  exift  where 
there  is  any  thing  like  univerfal  fuffirage,  yet  here  Hrs  Majefly  ac- 
cepts a  Crown,  not  only  upon  die  eledion  of  the  people,   but 
whore  univerfal  fufFrage  of  die  people  is  authorifed  and  recognized ; 
there  no  country  can  exift  without  twoHoofes  of  Parliament.    Yet 
here  His  Majefiy  has  agreed,  that  there  (hould  be  but  one  Houfc. 
Nqj^as  this  all.  —We  were  told  that  no  country  could  exift,  where 
the  State  was  not  intimately  united  with  the  church.    What  woiiM 
the  Reverend  BiHiops  fay,  when  they  heard  that  His  Majefty  had 
^  agreed,  that  m  Corfica,  Church  and  King  had  nothing  to  do  with 
one  anodier,  that  be  had  properly  nodiing  to  do  with  their  rdigton^ 
and  chat  he  had  not  and  ought  not  to  have  any  occafion  for  a  Bench 
of  Bifhops.     The  Corficans  are  conftantly  armed ;  fuch,  however, 
was  not  the  cafe  in  this  country,  for  here  die  people  in  general  have 
not  arms  put  in  their  hands,  but  only  fudi  as  are  affedted  to  Minr- 
ftry ;  delufion,  however,  he  tniftcd,  was  vanUhing  away ;  an  honeft 
l^ry  had  acquitted  dkofe  gendemen  whom.Mintftiy  had  dmightpn>« 
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per  to  accuTe  of  trrafim,  and  dite  h^  hoped  iNrouM  6vet  be'lhe  care. 
He  had  espeded  before  the  dthalt  IM  gone  to  the  lei\glfi  it  had, 
ibai  fome  on&  in  Adminiftrftdon  would  have  advanced  fome  rcafofi 
fcr  a  continuance  of  the  war  ;  but  only  one  had  come  forward,  and 
he  had  been  fo  fliort  a  time  in  his  lituation  (Lord  Spencer)  that  he 
knew  nothing  of  their  affairs.  With  the  reft,  mum  and  (llence  wai 
the  order  of  the  day.  The  French  he  did  not  believe  Were  ene* 
miei  to  the  people  of  this  country,  but  to  the  Adminiftration  who 
govern.  The  time  was  perhaps  approaching,  when  a  friend  of  li-^ 
berty  would  do  better  to  prcfcrve  an  eternal  filence  within  thcfe  walls. 
If  this  (hoiild  be  the  cafe  with  me,  let  it  not  be  thought  that  1  fhall 
have  altefed  any  of  thofe  ofnuions  in  which  I  have  lived,  and  m 
which  I  will  die ;  but  I  (hall  be  (ilent,  becaufe  I  fee  my  country  at 
the  brink  of  a  precipice,  down  which  thofe  wicked  men,  the  Khig*s 
Mmifters,  are  ready  to  precipitate  it,  and  that  my  efforts  may  only 
'tend  to  ha^cn  its  fall. 

The  Marqms  TOWNSHEND,  in  reply  to  the  allufion  of  the 
laft  AoUe  Speaker,  widi  refpedt  to  arming  the  country,  ilated  what 
he  knew  to  be  the  dlfpoflrions  of  the  yeomanry,  whom  he  had  found 
to  be  ready,  whenever  the  voice  of  the  nation  (hould  demand  their 
aid,  or  tbe  exigence  of  afllairs  was  fuch  as  to  render  their  ibrvices 
necefiaiy. 

Thc'Earl  of  MANSFIELD  argued  fbr  the  wffAMn  of  perTevei'- 
ing  in  die  war.     He  confidercd  the  prefcnt  war  as  difR^rent,  in  its 
nature  and  Gft>je6t,  from  any  other  ever  known  or  heard  of;  it  was 
not  to  revenge  an  injury  that  might  have  been  forgiven ;  it  was  not 
a  war  fer  territoiy  that  had  been  invaded,  and  Which  could  be  relin'- 
quifhcd  wiliiout  danger ;  no,  upon  its  final  ilTue  depended  the  ex* 
iftence  of  order  in  civilized  fociety.    The  declaration  of  France  was 
a  matter  of  public  notoriety ;  they  meant,  as  far  as  their  powet  e^^- 
feended,  to  involve  in  their  anarchy  all  the  nations  of  the  \«rorld. 
He  was  ailonifhed  to  hear  a  iiotle  Lord  talk  of  the  nonfenfe  of  fta- 
bility.     What  permanency  could  have  been  expcdted  from  a  peacte 
cftablifbed'  witfi  the  ruling  fadion  of  Briflbt  ?  When  they  fell,  they 
heard  a  great  deal  of  the  permanerity  of  Roberfpierre  ;  but  it  was 
weU  known   that   his  tyranny  carried  with  it  the  feeds  of  that  de- 
ifarudion  which  has  been  fkice  completely  accomplifhed.     Can  any 
cnewho  reads  the  prcfent  debates  of  France,  but  be  convinced  6( 
their  inftabillty  ;  or  can  it  be  reafonably  expefted  that  any  negocla- 
tion  with  the  prefcnt  rulers  of  France  (hould  have  a  pro(\)erous  iflue  ? 
A  nobk  Marquis  had  advifcd  Minifters  to  retradt  the  error  tliey  lay 
uncfer^  in  thinkii^  ill  of  the  French  rulers,  and  prefcribed  terms- df 
oonceffion  which  could  oQly  be  ludicroufly  applied.     Regarded  in  i 
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ferious  point  of  view>  the  prefent  rulers  of  France  could  only  excite 
fentiments  of  horror  and  averfion ;  their  views  of  aggrandizement 
were  abfolutely  incompatible  with  the  balance  of  power,  a  matter  of 
juft  confideradon  with  all  profound  politicians.     The  natural  boun*' 
daries  of  their  country,  the  Alps  and  Pyrennces,  they  had  defpifed 
as  limits  to  their  greatnefs  ;  and  nothing  (houid  induce  us  to  ncgio- 
date  with  them,  poflfeiTed  as  they  are  of  the  proper  domihions  of 
three  or  four  of  the  Eledlors  and  other  powers,  but  a  fatal  and  im- 
mediate neceflity,  which  certainly  may  warrant  and  mud  call  for  a 
peace,  however  fhort-lived  and  uncertain  in  permanency.     Such, 
however,  he  trufted  was  not  at  prefent  the  iituatioa  of  England. 
The  noble  Earl  begged  to  call  their  Lordfhips*  attention  to  the  fitu-* 
ation  of  the  two  countries.     In  France,  though  we  are  dazzled 
with  the  fplendor  of  their  vidlories,  if  we  caft  an  eye  on  their  inte- 
rior fituation,  we  (hall  find  it  covered  with  a  thick  (hade ;  their 
forced  loan  and  extraordinaiy  refources  could  not  be  repeated.  Their 
cxpences  for  this  year  amounted  to  1 44  millions  fterling— a  tolerable 
degree  of  expenditure  for  a  fingle  year.     They  have  in  circulation 
240  millions  flerling  in  aflignats,  together  with  foiled  afTignats,  to 
an  immenfe  amount.     It  was  faid  that  afTignats  had  been  at  par. 
Yes,  during  the  tyranny  of  Roberfpierre,  when  terror  was  the  order 
of  the  dzf  ;  when  they  were  "  ftampcd  with  death,"  and  nobody 
would  refufe  to  take  them  at  any  rate,  under  the  terrors  of  the  guil- 
lotine.    They  cannot  now  fupport  the  maximum,  the  molt  t}'rafv- 
nic^l  and  baneful  law  that  ever  was  pafled.   The  French  were  now 
in  great  want  of  corn  and  naval  (lores  ;  (hould  we  now  negpdatc  and 
cfhblUh  a  temporary  peace,  and  no  other  could  be  expc£bd  from 
the  prefent  ruling  fadlion,  they  would  have  fufficient  time  to  fupply 
all  their  wants  ;  whereas,  if  we  prefs  them  vigoroufly,  all  their 
wants  muft  increafe.     When  the  projed  of  univerfal  liberty  was 
propofcd,  Briffot  faid,  that  tears  of  blood  muft  flow  from  the  pa- 
triots, fince  liberty  was  not  immediately  to  be  communicated  to  all 
the  world,  but  muft  be  for  a  while  confined  to  France.     If  theirs 
be  the  liberty  which  all  nations  are  promifcd,  or  rather  with  which 
they  are  threatened,  the  noble  Earl  advifed  the  moft  decifive  and 
vigorous  profccution  of  the  war.     Even  if  this  country  were  to  nc- 
gociate  in  tjie  prefent  moment,  ftill  we  rpuft  continue  armed,  and 
thereby  forfeit  all  the  advantages  of  peace.     It  was  the  great  impu- 
tation againft  Englifhrnep,  amidft  all  their  virtues,  that  they  had 
not  the  qualities  of  perfevcrance  and  fteadinefs.     Our  great  deli- 
verer had  fcverely  to  lament  our  want  of  thefc  virtues.  Our  change 
'  i»f  fyftcm,  in  the  prefent  ioftance,  would  be  more  fatal  to  the  into- 
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irfts  of  England^  and  to  human  nature,  than  it  was  in  the  rqign  of 
King  WiUiam,  which  Europe  had  not  recovered  to  this  day. 

The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE  faid,  the  prefent  fituation  of  af- 
fairs muft  occupy  the  mind  of  every  man  who  has  any  feeling  ;  our 
prefent  calamities,  the  evacuation  of  Toulon,  the  retreat  from  Dun* 
kirk;  in(hort»  the  difgraceful  ferics  of  defeats  that  have  taken  place 
from  the  commencement  cf  the  war  to  this  day,  would,  if  he  had 
no  fenfe  of  his  duty  to  his  country,  have  induced  him  to  come  to 
that  Houfe  as  a  matter  of  curiofity,  to  hear  what  the  noble  Earl 
who  moved  the  Addrefs  couldfay  in  favour  of  the  very  extraordinary 
meafures  recommended  in  the  King's  fpeech.  After  a  campaign 
unparalleled  for  difafter  and  difcomfiture,  in  which  not  a  fingle  ray 
of  good  fortune  intervened  to  difpel  the  gloom,  he  thought  it  really 
aflonifhing  that  Minifters  (hould  perfevere  with  fuch  pernicious  ob- 
fiinacy,  as  to  be  bent  upon  encountering  all  the  hazards  of  another, 
and  that  without  confulting  a  fingle  officer  of  experience  and  know- 
ledge of  circumftances.  There  was  one  paffage  in  the  Addrefs, 
which,  his  Lordfhip  obfervcd,  had  his  hearty  concurrence  ;  that 
was  the  congratulation  on  the  marriage  of  his  Royal  Highncfs  the 
Prince  of  Wales.  He  was  glad  to  find  this  intimation  in  the  Speech, 
though  it  brought  to  his  mind  a  remarkable  contraft,  in  the  fpeech 
from  the  Throne  in  1761,  in  which  the  marriage  with  his  prefent 
Majcfty^s  moftauguft  confortwas  announced.  In  this  fpeech  His 
Majcfty  intimated  his  concern  that  he  could  not  give  any  immedi- 
ate hopes  of  peace  ;  yet  at  that  time  we  were  triumphant  in  every 
quarter  of  the  globe :  then  was  the  great  Lord  Chatham,  and  his 
country,  through  his  means,  at  the  highcft  pitch  of  glory.  France 
was  in  a  wretched  ftate :  now  His  Majcfiy  not  only  is  determined 
to  purfue  this  deftruftive  war,  but  alfo  is  determined  not  even  to 
negociate ;  and  at  the  folemnization  of  the  Heir  Apparent's  mar- 
riage, a  dcftruflivc  war  is  to  be  continued  at  all  events  ;  heavy  and 
extraordinary  impofitions  laid  on  the  people,  and  the  enemy  aflive, 
powerful,  and  profperous.  Were  we  not  told  laft  year,  that  the 
enemy's  refources  were  exhauftcd  ;  that  it  was  impoflTible  they  (hould 
continue  under  Roberfpicrrc's  tyranny  ?  The  fyftem  of  Tyranny  and 
Roberfjwcrrc  are  changed  to  Tallicn  and  Moderation  ;  have  they 
iy>t  ftill  increafing  refources,  and  are  not  the  people  more  united  ? 
Minifters  draw  conclufions  direflly  contrary  to  what  muft  be  the 
natural  refult.  The  fame  argument  of  France  being  exhauftcd,  had 
been  ufcd  laft  year.  The  fyftem  of  Terror  and  the  fyftem  of  Mo- 
deration were  held  out  as  unlikely  to  laft.  We  were  told.  What ! 
would  you  make  peace  with  France,  in  the  moment  when  Ihe  is 
c^ufted  ?  And  in  the  very  fame  breath,  they   aik,  Would  you 
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crouch  to  France  for  peace,  when  you  know  that  (he  is  determined 
to  perfevere  in  the  war  ?  Surely  one  or  the  other  of  thefe  aiguments 
mufi  be  &lfe.     If  (he  were  really  exhaufted,  (he  would  be  as  eager 
for  peace  as  ourfelves.     They  accufe  France  of  a  dcfire  to  over-run 
all  Europe,  and  to  deftroy  every  Government,  and  yet  at  the  iame 
moment  they  acknowledge  diat  France  is  in  treaty  with  more  than 
one  of  the  belligerent  Powers,  and  that  (he  has  kept  her  faith   in- 
violably with  the  neutral  States*   .  Let  us,  continued  his  Lordfhip, 
fuf^fe  France  inclined  to  fay  that  the  allies   had  no  refouices — 
PnilGSa  was  to  be  fubfidized  laft  campaign,  and  even  then  did  not 
a£l«     What  is  the  ftate  of  the  Auftrian  finances  ?  Auftria  could  not 
raife  a  (ingle  fixpence^     Thus  might  they  with  equal  reafon  employ 
againft  us  the  very  fame  mode  of  aiguing,  on  which  we  lay  <b  much 
fhefs,  as  applied  to  them.     In  (hort,  Minifters  have  had  recourfe 
to  every  fpedes  of  contradidion,  to  draw  on  their  Lord(hip8  to  the 
fupport  of  the  Addrefe.     The  noble  Earl  reviewed  their  condu£t'in 
every  part  of  the  campaign,  and  (hxxi  in  aftoniduncnt  at  the  won- 
ftrous  ideas  of  perfevering  in  a  fyftem  fo  utterly  inconiiAcnt   with 
common  fenfe.     Our  domeflic  policy  has  beeti  to  contrad  the  minds 
of  the  people,  to  inllitute  a  fyftem  oi  ifpionagej  and  to  alarm  them 
with  plots  and  confpiracies,  which  do  not  exiit,  or  if  they  do,  by 
the  verdid  of  an  Englilli  jury  they  mud  be  plots  without  confpira^ 
tors.     He  animadverted  with  feverity  on  die  nurfed-up  fedition, 
with  the  hope  of  making  it  trealbn  ;  and  made  a  facetious  reference 
to  the  ftory  of  Tom  Jones  and  Partridge,  with  the  decifion  of  the 
King  of  the  Gipfies,  on  the  infamy  of  employing  fpies.     His  Lord- 
(hip,  alluding  to  Earl  Spencer,  quoted  the  proficiency  of  his  Lord- 
(hip  in  his  new  and  high  ofHce,  and  hinted  at  infinuations,  which  it 
(h-uck  him  efcaped  the  noble  Lord  againft  certain  officers  in  the  na- 
val fervice  abroad.     He  faid  that  in  truths  with  rcfped  to  the  war, 
and  to  our  na  being  able  to  treat  with  honour,  they  miflook  our- 
felves for  themfelves,  and  made  their  own  places  an  argument  againft 
giving  peace  to  the  country. 

Earl  SPENCER  rofe  to  explain,  and  feared  he  had  rather  fpoke 
too  dccirivcly,  the  time  confidered  wherein  he  had  enjoyed  his  high 
fituadon.  He  difclaimed,  however,  any  particle  of  iofinuation 
againft  any  officer  whatever,  and  remarked,  that  when  he  was 
difpofed  to  ccnfurc,  he  trufted  infinuadon  never  wauld  be  the 
means  to  which  he  (hould  refort. 

Lord  GRENVILLE  began  by  an  eulogium  on  the  blciTuigs  of 
peace,  declaring  that  if  any  thing  unjufl.or  improper  on  his  part, 
or  on  the  part  of  thofe  with  whom  he  aded,  was  an  dbftmdion 
to  that  deiirable  objeci,  he  (hould  not  lie  on  his  pillow  with  eafe« 
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His  honeft,  his  candid,  hit  deliberate  opinion  on  this  fubje^t,  wad 

feondcd  on  what  he  deemed  requifite  to  the  honouis  the  glqiy,  and 

(he  tntereft  of  this  country.     But,  before  he  entered  minutely  on 

dat  fobjedty  he  fdt  himfelf  happy  in  concurring  with  every  noHe 

Lord  who  had  preceded  him  in  tfie  debate,  on  the  fubjedl  of  the 

Prince's  marriage.     There  feemed  to  be  but  one  mind  on  that  oc- 

afion,  whatever  difFcrences  there  were,  in  rcfpoft  to  other  parts  of 

thcAddrefs.     Having  paid  a  very  handfome  compliment  to  the 

Bmnfwiii:  family,  and  to  the  prefent  profpe(Sl  of  (till  farther  fc- 

cnring  to  us  the  enjoyment  of  our  Conftitution,  he  faid,  that  their 

LofdQiips  were  now,  in  the  moft  peculiar  manner,  called  upon  to 

fupport  that  Conftitudon ;  and  he  took  the  liberty  of  rcquefting  the 

Houfe  to  turn  its  attention  to  the  means  by  which  this  country  was 

laifed  to  its  prefent  Aate  of  pre-eminence  over  all  odier  nations. 

He  dien  adverted  to  the  arguments  of  the  Earl  of  Lauderdale,  and 

&id,  he  (hould  ferioufly  demand  of  their  Lordfhips,  whether  the 

moment  of  ill  fuccefs  was  a  proper  time  to  fue  for  peace,  for  fuch 

was  the  fobftance  of  the  whimfical  arguments  of  the  noble  EarU 

Were  wc  to  beg  of  die  enemy  to  ceafe  hoftilities,  when  their  fitu- 

ation  was  almoft  fo  defperate  as  nearly  to  amount  to  a  date  of  de« 

fpair  ?  Thcfe  were  not  vague  affertions,  for  he  (hould  prove  them 

to  be  founded  inAft ;  and  in  doing  fo,  he  (hould  recur  to  the  ftate 

of  France  in  Ai^uft  1793,  when  the  diftrefs  of  that  nation  was  fo 

great,  diat  they  had  aflignats  in  circulation  to  the  amount  of  134- 

milUons  of  Briti(h  (tcrling  pounds,  all  of  which  were,  by  the  dread 

of  die  guillotine,  forced  upon  the  people.     This  naturally  raifcd 

Ac  price  of  every  article,  and  the  aifignats  in  confequence  loft  75 

per  cent.     In  this  fituation  a  remedy  was  applied  as  defperate  as 

the  difeafe.     The  people  were  forced,  under  pain  of  death,  to  take 

them  at  par ;  and,  in  order  to  add  to  the  tyranny  of  the  opprcITion, 

it  was  accompanied  by  the  law  of  the  mgximum  \  to  enfure  which, 

Revoiadonary  Committees  were  eftabli(hed  throughout  the  nation, 

the  lalaries  to  the  individuals  of  which  Committees  amounted  to  die 

enormous  fum  of  26  millions  Britifh  fterling.    When  noble  Lords 

talked  of  the  falaries  and  emoluments  of  perfons  in  office  in  this 

country,  and  drew  comparifons  between  die  Republican  fyftem  of 

France,  and  the  mixed  monarchical  Government  of  England,  it 

was  bur  &ir  to  rcqueft  they  would  turn  their  eyes  to  this  circum- 

ftance,  and  from  fuch  eftabliflicd  premifes  draw  the  natural,  jufl:, 

and  honeft  conclufion,  and  alk  which  Conftitution,  that  which  ex- 

aficd  by  violence,  or  that  which  was  coUefled  with  the  confcnt  of 

the  people,  was  beft  calculated  to  fccure  happinefs  and  profperity  to 

a  country  ?  There  was  not  any  man  who  had  attentively  read  th)s 
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debates  of  the  National  Convention,  and  the  refolutions  pafled  bf  • 
the  Committees,  ivho  did  not  (hudder  at  a  fyftem  fo  difgraceful  to 
human  nature — fo  directly  oppofite  to  all  tlie  principles  of  natural 
juAIce.    It  made  a  man  almoft  aOiamed  of  human  nature.    Durii^ 
the  fpace  of  eight  months,  the  Committees  contrived  to  carry  this 
fyftem  of  terror  into  cfFcd  ;  but  at  length  they  were  compelled  to 
drop  it.     In  November  1793,  tlicy  found  that  they  had  aflfignats 
in  circulation  to  the  amount  of  190  millions  Britifti  money— this 
was  a  moft  enormous  fum,  and  it  increafcd  down  to  the  prefent 
time,  fo  a»  to  fwcll  this  paper  currency  to  the  ftill  more  enormous 
fun>  of  266  millions  Britifh  ilerling.     To  account  for  this  was  an 
eafy  matter  ;  their  great  exertion  coft  them  no  lefs  a  fum  than  160 
millions  Britifh  ftcrling,  per  annum.     Were  we,  when  fo  deftruc- 
tive  a  fyftem  was  precipitating  the  enemy  on  to  ruin,  to  crouch  at 
the  feet  of  thefe  defpotic  Democrats?  and,  if  they  were  in  this  fitu- 
ation  laft  year,  was  it  likely  they  would  be  better  in  the  next  ? 
The  fyftem  of  terror  obliged  tliem  to  take  aflignats  2tpar  laft  cam* 
paign;  the  fyftem  of  moderation  has  reduced  them  75  percent. 
ieiow  par  at  prefent ;  fo  that  in  either  cafe  the  people  muft  be  fuf- 
ibrers,  and  the  latter  fyftem  does  not,  in  any  meafure,  relieve  them 
from  the  pecuniary  evils  complained  of  in  the  former.     Ninety 
thoufand  Revolutionary  Committees  diftributed  over  the  country  put 
every  thing  into  a  ftate  of  requifition,  and  cut  off  all  commerce  ; 
their  manufadtiircs  were  annihilated,  and  their  retail  trade  at  an 
end  f  was  it  in  the  nature  of  things  that  they  could  carry  on  a  war 
much  longer  ?  This  was  his  opinion,  ab  origtne^  of  what  their  re- 
fources  would  end  in,  and  he  found  it  confirmed  by  the  event.    As 
to  what  had  been  faid  of  our  provoking  the  war,  he  denied  it  in 
Ufo,  and  he  called  to  his  aid   in  that  denial,  the  votes  of  botli 
Houfes  of  Parliament,  which  fubftantially  proved,  that  France  was 
the  aggreflbr.     There  was  no  flying  in  the  face  of  this  faft,  unlcfs 
the  noble  Lord  who  fpokc  laft  could  erafe  it  from  the  Journals  of 
Parliament.     The  fimple  qucftion  at  prefent,  in  liis  mind,  was, 
whether  this  countr)'  would  be  in  a  better  fituation,  by  vigoroufly 
continuing  the  war,  or  pulillanimoufly  fuing  for  peace  ?  What  proof 
had  we,  that  the  enemy  were  dilpofcd  to  terms  of  pacification,  fup- 
pofing  we  were,  in  the  prefent  jun»^ure  of  affairs,  mean  enough 
to  folicit  them  ?  Our  humiliation  would  be  great  indeed  if  we  afked^ 
but  our  difgrace  would  be  ftill  greater  if  tliey  refufed  it,  and  that 
tlicy  would  do  lb  we  have  every  rcafon  to  believe,  for  it  was  the 
determined  maxim  of  Brilfot,  of  Roberfpicrrc,  of  Tallien,  of  the 
directors  of  the  fyftem  of  terror,  and  the  abettors  of  moderation, 
not  to  make  peace  with  this  country.    They  had  but  one  (cntiment. 
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they  breathed  but  one  language  of  hoftility  againft  Great  Britain  ; 
and  why  did  th^  fo  ?  Exadly  as  a  noble  Lord  had  flated,  bcqaufc 
Great  Britain  prevented '  them  from  making  peace  with  Auftrfa, 
PruflTia, .  and  Spain>  that  is,  from  trampling  upon  the  Conftitutions  . 
of  thofe  countries,  and  deftroying  all  civil  fociety  in  Europe.     No 
wpndcr  they  therefore  entertained  a  hatred  againft  that  kingdoQi, 
whlch^  to  its  glory  be  it  recorded,  was  the  chief  obilacle  to  thofe 
ambitious  views.     He  bcfought  the  noble  Lords  to  turn  this  idea 
in  tlieir  minds,  and,  if  they  drew  a  comparifon  between  Great  Bri- 
tain and  France,  they  would  inftantly  perceive  the  immpiife  differ- 
ence there  was  as  to  the  fituation  pf  each,  and  the  fupremc  happi- 
ncfs  of  tlie  people  of  the  one,  when  contrafted  with  the  miferies  of 
the  other.    Thefe  were, not  theories,  or  fpeculative  arguments^  they  . 
were  founded  in  h&s,  and  fadls  which  proved,  that  their  defign  of 
making  peace  whh  other  p9wers  was^  that  when  they  had  dilarmed 
the  reft  of  Europe,  they  niight  come  to  the  banks  of  the  Thames^ 
and  endeavour  to  verify  their  favourite  exprelTion  of  deftroying  the 
New  Carthage.     We  were  to  look  to  our  fituation  at  prefent  not 
with  timidity.     It  is  tnie  the  enemy  vas  in  the  prefent  moment  * 
fuccefsfui ;  but  what  had  they  taken  from  us,  and  what  have  we 
taken  from  them*  fincc  tlie  war  commenced  ?  We  have  become 
mafters  of  all  their  ppfleftions  in  the  Eaft  Indies,  and  all  their  pof- 
feflions  in  the  Weft,  one^iftand  in  the  latter  only  excepted,  which 
they  have  partly  rp-captured,  but  which,  from  our  fuperior  force 
now  in  that  quarter,  it  was  moft  probable  they  would  not  long  con-< 
tinue  to  hold.     We  have,  loft  one  fhip  of  the  line — the)'  have  loft 
twenty-fix  ;  fo  that,  as  far  as  refpefts  us  individually,  we  are  in 
faft  gainers,  not  lofcrs,  by  the  war.     It  is  true  that  the  crifis  in 
which  we  were  called  to  deliberate  was  a  fituation  of  difficulty  and 
danger  ;  he  could  not  deny  it ;  nor  could  we  look  with  an  indiftc* 
rcfti  eye  on  the  lofs  of  the  Netherlands,  nor  was  it  to  be  fuppofcd, 
that  this  country  would  give  back,  with  as  much  confidence,  to  an 
unprincipled  Republic,  as  to  a  limited  Monarchy,  thofe  iflands  we 
have  taken  from  France.    What  would  be  the  confequence  of  fur- 
rendering  them  to  the  National  Convention  ?  The  revolted  flavcs 
contiguous  to  our  iflands  would  foon  fpread  the  infi^ion  of  rebel- 
lion, and  our  own  colonies  would  be  put  in  the  moft  imminent 
danger.     There  was  one  queftion  he  ftxould  put,  exploded  as  it 
was,  but  in  his  opinion  a  moft  ncceflfary  one,  "  With  whom  were 
we  to  make  peace  ?"  At  one  time  it  was  faid  with  Briffot,  at  ano- 
ther with  Le  Brun»  both  of  thefe  had  been  held  out  as  pcrfons  with 
I    whom  we  might  fafely  treat,  and  had-  fucceffively  fallen  by  the  * 
hands  of  the  executioners ;  and  then  we  were  told  that  the  Com- 
VoL.  XLII.  F 
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mittee  of  Public  Safety  wcfc  the  party  with  whom  we  were  to  i1e< 
gociate,  at  the  head  of  which  Roberfpicrrc  reigncd-^his  tynrmf 

.did  not  laft  long,  he  (hared  the  fete  of  the  predcceffors  of  his  power, 
and  the  viSims  of  his  cruelty,  and  all  the  fjiteno  of  terror  was  de^ 
firoyed.  The  anfwer  now  to  the  queftion  is,  "  you  are  to  treat 
with  the  Moderates ;" — but  what  fecurity  have  wc  tliat  the  fyftcm 
of  moderatifm  may  <iot,  like  the  fyftem  of  terror,  g^vc  way  to 
fome  new  plan ;  and  what  fecurity  have  we  that  a  peace  would  be 
more  permanent  with  Tallicn  than  with  Briffot,  Le  Brun,  or  Ro- 
berfpierre— for  every  mob  that  was  fuccefsful  would  form  a  new 
Government,  and  under  each  it  was  apparent  they"  were  equally 
hoflilc  to  the  glory  and  profperity  of  this  country.  He  infixed,  that 
the  time  of  the  enemy's  temporary  fucccfs  was  not  the  hour  of 
making  peace,  efpecially  when  we  were  convinced  that  no  peace 
formed  on  fuch  circumftances  could  promifc  any  ftability.  If 
would  be  neceffary,  for  our  owi'fccurity,  to  retain  our  military 
preparations  in  the  fame  (late  as  at  prefent,  and  thereby  forfeit  all 
tt^e  advantages  which  were  propofed  from  a  fydem  of  iihmediate 
pacification.  Should  we  do  otherwi^,  (houtd  we  diA>and  our  ar- 
Inies  and  difmantlc  oiir  fleets,  we  (hould  only  afford  to  the  Frendi 
a  breathing  fpace,  now  that  they  were  almoA  exhauiled ;  and  wliat 
would  our  lituation  be  whei\  they  (hould  again  attack  us  with  irC'- 
xruited  refources,  and  renewed  vigour?  In  (hort,'till  fome  Govern- 
ment (hould  be  eftabliihed  in  France  on  which  we  could  place  re- 
liance, it  would.be  extremely  impolitic  to  do  away  tha  very  flourilh- 
ing  {late  to  whicli  our  army  and  navy  had  now  arrived.  It  would 
be  degrading  indeed,  if  we  were  to  bow  down  and  beg  for  peace, 
and,  if  he  might  ufc  the  cxpreflion,  "  cat  the  fcraps  and  crumbs 
which  fell  from  the  tables  of  thefe  proud  anarchifts."    Were  peact 

.  to  be  (igned  to-morrow,  would  any  rational  man,-  undeic  the  pre-* 
.fent  exiding  circumftances  of  this  country,  admit  one  Republican 
from  France  to  diflcminate  his  dangerous  do6trines  in  this  kingdom > 
Surely  not.  The  noble  Lord  faid,  he  had  tre^affed  long  on  the 
patience  of  the  Houfe,  and  fhould  detain  them  no  longer  than  to 
give  his  decided  negative  to  the  amendment,  and  to  mention  it  at 
bis  firm  opinion,  that  we  ought,  in  our  prefent  circumftances,  to 
follow  up  with  vigour  the  generous  exertions  of  war,  in  which  the 
CQimtry  was  engaged ;  and  he  had  no  doubt  that  our  efforts  muft  hp- 
finally  crowned  with  fuccefs. 

The  Duke  of  LEEDS  faid,  that  he  felt  himfelf  about  to  enter 
on  a  moft  unpleafant  duty.  It  was  now  faid,  that  it  was  difloyaltf 
even  to  think  of  peace ;  yet  peace,  he  would  fiill  confefs,  was  ne« 
▼or  out  of  hifr ^thoughts.    H«  did  not  mean  to  fuggeft  difgraceful  of 


K  TTQ*.  DEBATES*  3$ 

fubmitiivc  terms,  but  to  recommend  fuch  a  peace  as  could  fairly 
and  ho.iourably  be  made.  He  faw  no  end  of  the  war,  on  the* 
ground  ftatcd  by  Miniikrs  ;  and,  though  he  could  not  agree  to  th« 
amendment,  as  propofed  by  the  noble  Earl,  yet  he  could  not  fup- 
port  the  Addrefs,  becaufe,  in  his  judgement,  it  meant  to  pledge  the 
Houfc  never  to  be  in  amity  with  France  whilft  that  nation  continued 
a  Republic.  In  this  cafe,  a  peace  may  never  be  made ;  yet  if 
France  preferred  a  Republican  form  of  Government,  to  diftate  to 
her  in  this  inftance  was,  in  his  opinion,  neither  juft  nor  decent. 

The  Marquis  of  ABERCORN  did  not  think  thaf  fuch  a  con- 
ftru<Sjon  could  be  put  on  the  words  of  the  Addrefs.     His  Lordihip 
laid,  he  had  been  precluded  from  delivering  his  fentiments  till  now^ 
upon  fo  weighty  a  queftion  ;  but  they  differed  from  all  thofe  that 
he  had  heard  delivered  on  both  fides.    He  had  only  heard  opinions 
for  abfolute  war  or  immediate  |^ce ;  he  thought  there  w^as  a  line 
to  be  purfued  that  would  not  fubjeft  us  to  the  difafters  of  the  one, 
in  fo  great  an  extent  as  had  been  lately  felt,  nor  to  the  difgracc  of 
the  other.     He  faid,  that  he  thought  the  war  originally  wife  and 
ncceffarr,  and,  if  condut'led  on  wife  and  rational  principles,  fuch    • 
as  would  not  only  have  been  fafe,  but  honourable.     He  was  forry    , 
to  fay  it  had  been  quite' the  reverfe.     We  had  made  ourfelves  the 
principals  and  the  paymafters  of  the  world.     We  had  thruft  money 
down  the  throats  of  every  body  ;  and  we  had  forced  nations  to  de- 
fend thcmfclves  whether  they  would  or  not.     A  plan  of  war  with- 
out wifdom  liad  been  conduced  without  energy  or  vigour ;  and  we 
had  contrived  to  monopolife  the  odium  of  France,  though  we  had 
not  gained  the  cfteem  of  our  own  allies.     We  had  fent  our  own 
brave  men  to  be  abandoned  by  thofe  allies,  and  to  perifli  in  the  de- 
fence of  their  territories.     This  was  not  a  new  opinion,  but  had 
been  uniformly  his  fentiment.     He  ftiil  thought,  that  a  fyftem  of 
ftrong  defence  was  praflicable,  and  would  be  preferable  to  a  peace. 
We  were  poffed,  lie  faid,  of  refources,  but  we  (hould  huftand  them^ 
and  not  profufely  fquandcr  the  blood  and  treafure  of  the  country  to 
the  caprice  and  crooked  policy  of  continental  connections.    He  wag 
for  withdrawing  our  troops  from  the  Continent,  and  afling  only  by 
fea,  or  on  fuch  occaiions  as  our  afliftance  ^ould  be  deiudcdly  ufeful. 
He  gave  a  flrong  coutrafted  picSure  of  the  naval  victory  gained  by 
Earl  Howe,  and  the  late  difaftcrs  in  Flanders^    His  Lprdfliip  com- 
plained much  that  his  motives  had  been  mifr^prefented  in  the  pub- 
lic prints.     He  entered  into  a  jul.ification  of  his  conduft,  as  far  as 
it  might  feemingly  affect  the  fupport  which  he  had  gi^en  to  the  war, 
and  the  apparent  defertion  of  his  fbrn^cr  friends.     To  them  he  ap- 
pealed,  he  laid,  fof  the  purity  of  his  principles,  and  they  woul^ 

Fa 
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judge  of  the  morivcs  which  now  Influenced  his  conduct;  •  He  wifhed 
that  he  could  perfuade  MiniAers  to  adopt  his  plan  of  the  war ;  but 
whenever  it  was  poflible,  confiftently  with  his  feeling,  he  fhould 
give  them  his  fupport. 

The  Duke  of  BEDFORD  faid,  he  was  fenfible  of  the  fatigue 
their  Lordfhips  muft  have  felt  from  the  length  of  the  debate,   but 
the  great  intcreft  of  the  queftion  prcffed  him  to  (late  a  few   things 
which  had  occurred  to  him  in  confequence  of  the  arguments  ufcd 
by  feveral  noble  Lords  for  continuing  the  war.     Their  Lordihipa 
could  not  but  hear  with  fatisfadlion,  as  he  did,  from  the  Firft  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  that  exertions  were  making  in  that  department, 
on  which  the  hopes  of  this  country  chiefly  depended.    The  candour 
with  which  thefe  were  announced,  left  on  his  mind  no  doubt  of  the 
fa£l,  and  he  was  willing  to  confide  in  the  vigilance  of  the  noble 
Earl,  for  fpeedily  realizing  the  expc61ations  he  had  raifcd.      He 
perceived  much  eagcmefs  bn  one  fide  of  the  Houfe  to  mif->ftate  the 
cafe,  by  depreciating  the  lofs,  and  magnifying  the  gain  of  the  war. 
He  thought  the  calculation  very  eafy  and  fimple.     The  one  was 
juft  as  real,  as  the  other  was  chimerical..    The  public  mind   was 
at  that  moment  in  fufpenfe  about  the  fate  of  our  Weft  India  iflands. 
And  Corfica,  which  had  attached  fo  much  contempt  and  ridicule  to 
His.  Majefty's  Councils,  he  apprehended,  inftead  of  an  advantage, 
might  become  a  very  ferious  misfortune.      It  was  at  leaft  fuch   a 
jewel  as  tarnilhcd,  but  never  could  increafe,  the  fplendcJur  of  the 
Britifli  Crown.    The  ftatement  that  had  been  given  by  feveral  no- 
ble Lords,  of  the  enemy's  finances,  he  did  not  think  fatisfadtory. 
.It  involved  in  the  very  face  of  it,  a  palpable  contradiftion.      Year 
after  year  Minifters  had  aflerted  that  the  enemy  would  not  be  able 
to  fupport  another  campaign  t  Every  fuccccding  campaign  had,  not- 
withftanding,  been  more  efficient  both  in  its  provifions  and  opera- 
tions than  the  preceding  one.     And  their  Lordfhips  knew  to  their 
coft,  that  the  laft  had  excelled  them  all,  was  more  amply  fupplied, 
and  did  more  execution.     The  argument  on  which  fo  much  ftrefs 
had  been  laid,  that  the  deficiency  of  the  enemy's  refources  appeared 
from  their  immenfe  outgoings,  he  thought  an  abfurd  one.     He  did 
not  credit  the  premifes,  and  though  he  had,  they  warranted  quite 
an  oppofite  conclufion.     The  noble  Secretary  (Lord  Grcnville)  faid, 
their  expenditure  laft  campaign  amounted  to  one  hundred  and  fixty 
millions  fterling.    He  doubted  the  aflcrtion,  as  it  was  accompanied 
by  no  autlientic  document.    Admitting  it  however  to  6e  corre<Jti  it 
only  proved  either  that  Minifters  had  been  uniformly  out  in  theij 
calculations,  or  that  a  fyftem  of  imppfition  on  their  Lordfliips,  and 
the  public,  was  regularly  purfued.    What  did  their  Lordfliips  thinly 
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of  meafuresi  which  could  only  be  fupportcd  by  h]^thctical  reafoning 
thus  equivocal  and  fallacious  ?  What  confolation  could  their  Lord* 
ibips  derive  from  our  miferablc  fpcculations  on  the  refourccs  of  a 
people*  whofe  armies  kept  the  field  which  we  and  our  allies  con- 
ftantly  abandoned,  broke  and  difperfed  the  mod  formidable  confe- 
deracy that  ever  threatened  the  liberties  of  the  world ;  reduced  them 
whofc  fafety  furniflied  us  with  the  original  pretext  of  taking  part 
in  the  quarrel,  to  the  direful  neceflity  of  treacheroufly  expofing  our 
impotence,  and  leaving  us  the  vi£lims  of  an  enemy  primarily  pro- 
voked on  their  account,  and  even  now  produce  fuch  a  fleet  as  infult 
lis  on  our  own  element,  fhuts  up  our  ports,  cripples  our  trade,  and 
alarms  our  coafts  ?   Thefe  are  fuch  indications  of  imbecility,  as 
make  Europe  (hake  to  its  bafis.     And  what  have  Minifters  y^t  in 
icferve  to  make  us  longer  rcjeft  the  evidence  of  our  fenfes,  to  pro- 
trail  the  triumph  of  their  pitiful  delufions,  or  keep  up  the  fpirit  of 
in&tuation  fo  induftrioufly  propagated  among  our  countrymen,  in  the  • 
teeth  of  fadls  thus  awcfully  convincing  ?  It  certainly  furprifed  him 
to  hear  the  noble  Secretary  pique  hinifelf  on  die  forefight  of  His 
Majefty's  Minifters,  who  had  been  literally  miftaken  in  almoft  every 
furmife  they  had  hazarded.    The  ftate  of  things  for  fome  time  paft 
had  been  fufficiently  fertile  of  prediSions,  both  from  Minifters  and 
their  opponents.     But  with  tlie  fingle  exception  of  repealing  the  law 
of  the  Maximum,  which  he  acknowledged   Minifters  fc^etojd, 
which  of  all  their  other  conjedturcs  had  not  been  completely  falfi- 
fied  by  the  whole  courfe  of  fucceeding  events  ?  Did  not  this  (hew 
how  unequal  they  were*  to  their  fituations,  who  had  not  the  feculty 
of  making  fuch  an  cftimate  of  the  prefent  as  enabled  them  to  pro- 
vide for  the  future  ?  It  was  this  incapacity  that  (hackled  and  encTr 
vated  all  the  operations  of  the  country,  and  left  us  invariably  unpre- 
pared for  every  emergency.     He  challenged  dicir  Lordftiips,  on  the 
other  hand,  to  produce  one  inftance  in  which  thofe  he  had  the  ho- 
nour to  adi  with,  had  been  miftaken.     Were  not  all  their  predic- 
ticwTS  as  minutely  verified,  as  thofe  of  Minifters  had  failed  ?  And  he 
appealed  to  their  Lordfhips*  candour,  whether  the  forefight  of  the 
one  or  the  other  was  moft  to  be  depended  on,  or  beft  merited  their 
Lord(hips'  confidence  ?  All  that  had  been  faid  aboHt  the  difficulty 
of  treatii^,  he  conceived  to  be  nothing  more  than  pretence.     It 
was  every  way  as  eafy  to  negociatc  with  France  as  any  other  ftate. 
That  country,  notwithftanding  all  its  recent  convulfions,  did  not 
fccm  more  incident  to  a  change  in  its  rulers  tlian  its  neighbours. 
The  Miniftry  of  none  could  be  permanent,  and  there  was  an  endj 
of  all  treades,  if  that  was  to  be  a  condition  which  could  never  hap- 
pen.    But  what  did  nadons  cliiefly  regard  as  the  mutual  bafis  of 
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confidence  in  their  conditions.     Not  furely  the  precarious  circum- 
fiance  of  vicifiitudc  in  cabinets,  the  intrigues  of  courtiers,   or  th^ 
narrow  and  crooked  politics  of  favourite  flatefmcn;  but  the  prevail- 
ing temper  and  genius  of  the  people.     And  he  did  not  expert  to  b« 
now  told,  that  though  Tallicn  and  his  friends  (hould  pei  ifK-to-mor- 
low  in  the  fame  fate  which  overwhelmed  die  party  of  Robcrfpicrrc, 
the  French  could  be  at  any  lofs  for  leaders.     There  was  nothing 
as  he  perceived  in  the  fpeecii,  that  in  the  fmalleft  meafure    deter- 
mined what  theobjccl  of  the  war  really  was,  or  at  what  ftagc  of  it, 
any  hopes  were  to  be  indulged  of  peace.     Had  Minifters  fpecificd 
diftinclly  what  their  views  aftually  were,  .or  fhcwn  to  his  conviction 
that  they  aimed  ;it  nothing  unjuft  or  unrcafonable,  he  would  have 
been  the  laft  in  the  Houfe  to  oppofe  it,  he  would  have  given  it  hi« 
hearty  approbation,  he  would  have  ftrained  every  nerve  in  every 
u-ay  Providence  put  in  his  power  to  promote  and  facilitate  their 
ffDcafiires.    But  when  called  to  fupport  a  war  of  mutual  de(lru<5lion^ 
and  of  which  he  faw  no  end  but  in  crufhing  or  annihilating  one  or 
other  of  the  parties,  he  had  no  option  but  to  grapple  for  liis  own 
£ifety  as  well  and  as  long  as  he  could,  and  that,  he  was  decidedly 
convinced,  was  only  to  be  obtained  by  the  cneans  recommended  in 
the  arpcndraent.    He  agreed  with  Minifters,  that  it  was  a  bad  time 
kr  making  peace,  and  added,  that  from  them  fuch  a  proportion 
could  never  come  with  a  good  grace.    But  what  then  ?  Th«  public 
could  never  faadion  an  eternal  ftatc  of  hoftility.     And  in  ail  war» 
one  of  the  parties  muft  be  foiled.     This,  he  was  forry  to  obfcrvc, 
was  now  our  misfortune,  and  it  became  us  to  bear  it  with  as  much 
magixmimity  as  we  could.     But  he  never  could  think  it  any  indig- 
f>icy  in  nations  more  than  individuals,  for  the  weak  to  yield  to  tlic 
ftrong ;  and  he  carneftly  deprecated  the  madncfs  of  obftinately  pcr- 
fifting  againft  a  force  fo  eminently  fuperior,  though  fainting  under 
accumulated  burdens  and  loflcs,  and  hardly  able  to  meet  the  ene- 
my any  where,  in  the  dcfperate  prefumption  that  by  fomc  miracu- 
lous intcrpofition,  or  unforefeen,  but  favourable  accident,  we  may 
yet  fucceed.    It  was  fuggoftcd,  diat  in  the  event  of  peace,  the  coun- 
try would  be  over-run  with  Frenchmen,  who  might  infidioufly  un- 
dermine the  prefcnt  order  of  things,  and  efFcA  among  us  a  Revolu 
don  limilar  to  their  own.     He  knew  not  whether  this  ftranjce  in(b- 
nuation  was  meant  as  a  libel  on  the  Conftitution,  or  the  People, 
but  he  felt  it  equally  difrefpcflful  to  both.     The  laws  of  the  coun*" 
try  were  not  fo  eafily  perverted  as  Minifters  imagined,  and  be- 
thought their  juftice  and  impartiality  perfedlly  competent  to  thclf 
pwn  prefervation.    And  who  doubted  but  the  principles  of  Englilh- 
men  would  always  be  proof  enough  agajnft  the  influence  of  foreign 
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axtifice  ?  What  was  the  plain  and  obvious  drift  of  this  affci^ed  ap^ 
preheidion,  but  that  fuch  refugees  and  ftrangers  as  might  attempt  to 
diflfiife  difloyal  notions  in  the  public  mind,  were  certain  to  fuccccd, 
notwithftanding  the  deep-rooted  Contempt  in  which  it  was  fo  natu- 
ral for  our  countrymen  to  regard  them.    Were  Biitons  then  fo  pcr- 
fedly  weak  and  credulous  as  to  become  the  dupes  of  thofe  whom 
thcywerc  accuftomed  to  confider  as  the  mod  defpicable  on  the  £aoc 
of  the  earth  t  -  Whatever  might  be  the  opinion  of  Minifters,  who 
probably  were  in  the  habit  of  depreciating  and  vilifying  the  good- 
natured  people  of  England  in  proportioii  to  their  own  facility  and 
fuecefs  in  deceiving  them,  he  entertained  a  better  opinion  both  of 
their  hearts  and  heads,  as  he  never  could  reconcile  it  with  common 
fenfe,  that  even  the  lowed  orders  among  us  could  be  in  any  danger 
from  the  communications  of  foreigners,  of  whofe  language  they 
were  ignorant,  whofe  habits  they  diiliked,  and  both  of  whom  were  - 
fo  mutually  rcpullive  to  each  other,  as  fcldom,  even  on  the  moft 
ordinary  occafions,  ever  to  affociate.    The  noble  Secretary  of  State 
had  faid,  we  ought  to  follow  iip  with  vigour,  the  generous  exertions 
of  wvtr  in  which  the  country  was  engaged.     He  was  at  a  lofe  how 
to  conftruc  tWs  odd  phrafeoiogy :  It  put  him  in  mind  of  that  jum- 
ble by 'which  fome  poets  of  antiquity  confounded  the  elements  of 
things*     There  was,  at  lead,  no  affociation  or  affinity  between  tbtf 
ideas  he  had  thus  put  together.     He  thought  it  an  eafy  matter  for 
Minifters  and  Statcfmen  to  devife  at  their  leifurc  the  means  of  fup- 
porting  what  they  were  pleafod  to  call  generous  exertions^  not  with 
their  own,  but  with  the  riches  and  blood  of  a  gallant  and  unfuf- 
pcding  public.     They  knew  nothing  of  the  didreffes  it  occafioned  ^ 
among  thofe  who  immediately  fclt  its  preffures,  of  being  violently 
torn  from  their  families,  or  of  leaving  them  deditute  and  miferablc, 
.and  of  having  all  the  cruelties,  hardfhips,  and  horrors  of  a  mJli- 
taiy  life  impofed  upon  them,  indead  of  the  quiet-  domedic  habits 
in  which  they  were  bom  and  bred.     To  thefc  direful  extremities 
thou(ands  of  their  fellow^creatures  are  daily  coniigned  by  their 
order.     They  prcfcribc  tl^  ^uty,  but  others  mud  fet  the  example. 
All  the  difficulty  or  inconvenience  which  falls  upon  tliem  is  to  bring 
forward  a  plaudble  cafe  for  public  infpcilion,  or  make  the  bed  apo* 
logy  they  can  when  their  condudl  is  cenfured  or  arraigned.     But 
^as  not  this  being  generims  at  the  cxpence  of  others,  wantonly  fport- 
ii^  with  the  lives  of  their  fellow  men,  and  a  liberality  in  the  effu- 
Con  of  blood  not  their  owi)  ?  He  would,  however,  venture  to  aflurt 
them,  that  for  fuch  generous  exertions  as  thefe,  they  would  ntt 
have  Ac  blcffing  of  the  widow,  or  the  fatiierlcfs,  the  approbatim 
•f  their  own  U^rts^  or  that  of  any  thinking,  fobcr,  or  good  min^< 
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He  could  not  help  taking  .notice  how  differently  Miniftcrs  now  fpoke 
from  their  former  manner  of  exprcfling  themfclvcs  in  that  Houfc. 
Their  LordfhipB  heard  no  more  of  that  high-founding  language  af- 
fe6ted  on  the  commencement  of  lad  campaign.     Miniders,  as  it 
was  (hrewdly  fuggefted  they  would,  were  now  compelled  to  lower 
their  tone.     He  hoped,  whatever  events  might  occur,  tlaey  would 
not  foon  forget  how  much  they  had  been  humbled.     And  he 
pledged  himfelf,  that  if  ever  they  did  break  out  again,  he  Ihould 
lake  the  liberty  of  calling  on  his  noble  friends,  [looking  at  fome 
Oppofition  Lords  who  (at  near  him]  to  be  their  remembrancers, 
smd  to  put  them  in  mind  of  their  prefent  embarraflment.      It  was 
what  he  prefumcd  ought  to  teach  them  moderation  and  decency  as 
long  as  they  lived.     Their  Lord(hipS|  he  faid,  were  now  particu- 
larly called  to  obferve,  that  in  the  vcr)'  crifis  of  fo  general  a  dcfer- 
tion  among  our  allies,  Miniftcrs  betrayed  a  nrwrc  than  ordinary  pro- 
penfity  for  profccuting  a  projcdt,  which  none  in  all  the  world 
deemed  praflicable  but  themfclvcs.     They  probably  blu(hcd  to  be 
longer  found  in  a  company  they  had  but  lately  been  fo  folicltous  to 
join.     In  truth,  there  was  but  little  credit  acj:ruing  from  fuch  affo- 
ciates.     Their  Lordfhips  needed  but  caft  their  eyes  to  Poland,  to 
be  convinced  their  tendereft  mercies  arc  horrid  cruelty.     There, 
fcencs  of  barbarity  had  been  recently  aded,  enough  to  make  every 
perfon  of  the  leaft  humanity  (hudder ;  fuch  fcenes  as  were  never 
preceflented  by  any  occurrence  either  fccn  or  heard  in  the  hiftory  of 
the  world ;  even  ftill  more  black'  and  atrocious  than  the  fucceflion 
of  bloody  tragedies,  which  diftinguiflied  tlie  flagitious  and  fanguinary 
ufurpation  of  Robcrfpierre.  Their  Lordfhips  would  be  furprifed  and 
fhocked  to  be  told,  diat  thefe  horrid  exceflcs  were  committed  under 
thfc  pretext  of  fupporting  Religion,  Societ)^,  and  regular  Govern- 
ment.    They  would  wonder  ftill  more  when  they  undcrltood  that 
they  were  fandion^d  by  the  confent  of  States  in  alliance  with  ours, 
and  they  could  not  but  feel  indignant  that  any  part  of  our  revenue 
could  be  appropriated  or  proftitutcd,  only  by  report,  in  abetting  and 
aiding  a  conteft  which  merits  die  execration  and  abhorrence  of  all 
mankind. 

Lord  DARNLEY  replied  to  the  Duke  of  Leeds  and  tlie  Mar-  ' 
qtis  of  Abcrcorn.  If  the  Addrefs  contained  any  expreffion  that 
would  prevent  ncg(x:iation,  he  ftiould  alfo  be  againft  it — but  it  did 
net  in  his  mind  do  fo.  He  agreed  alfo  with  Lord  Abercorn  that 
thj  war  ought  to  be  carried  on  with  vigour,  but  he  could  not  agree 
wihhim  that  the  fyftcm  hitherto  adopted  in  its  profccution  had  becQ 
bd. 

Lord  GRENVILLE  replied  to  die  Duke  of  Leeds,  that  die 
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exprefllion  in  the  Addre(s  to  which  he  alluded,  ceitaitily  was  not 
intended  to  go  the  length  of  preventing  negociation,  if  a  fiur  pcca- 
iion  prcfcntcd  itfelf. 
The  Houfc  then  divided  on  the;imendinent ; 
Contents  1 2  ;  Not  contents  95 

Proxies  12—107. 

The  Addrefs  was  then  canricd,  and  ordered  to  be  pr«fented  to 
His  Majeify  in  the  ufual  form. 

Earl  STANHOPE  gavenotice  of  his  intention  to  bring  fonn'ard 
a  motion^  that  Great  Britain  ought  not  to  interfere  in  the  internal 
aftairs  of  France,  on  which  he  moved  their  Lordfhips  to.be  fum- 
moned  for  Friday  next. 

Lord  GRENVILLE  moved  an  amendment  for  Tuefday  next, 
which  was  carried. 

Lift  of  the  MINORITY,  on  the  Amendment   propofed  by  the 

Earlof  GuiLFOKD. 

Bedford,  Duke  of  Earls,  Thanct, 

LaafdowDC,  Marquis  of  Stanhope,   ' 

£arb,  Albemarle,    ^  Suffolk, 

Buckinghamfliire,  Chedworth,  Lord 

Derby,  Lovel-and  Holland, 

Guilu)rd,  (Earl  of  Egmont,  Ireland.) 


TaDkcrville, 


Total      1 2 


JVednefdaf<i   3  \fi  December • 

The  Houfe  met,  received  the  Report  of  the  Addrefs,  and  ad- 
journed to 

Tuefday^  6th  yanuary. 

The  M^irquis  of  LANSDOWNE  moved  for  certain  account^ 
of  the  fees,  perquifites,  and  gratuities  received  in  the  Public  Offi- 
ces, &c.  ,|Ie  faid,  that  ^  the  expence  of  printing  was  very  con- 
iiderable,  and  as  they  had  been  prefented  to  the  Houfc  of  Commons, 
to  iave  expence,  he  wifhed  that  (imilar  copies  ihould  be  laid  01^ 
their  Lordfliips'  table  with  the  appendix.     Ordered  accordingly, 

.  The  order  of  the  day  for  proceeding  further  on  the  trial  of  War- 
ren Haftings,  Efq.  was,  on  the  motion  of  Lord  GrenviHc, '  poft- 
poned  to  Tuefday  fe'nnight. 

Earl  STANHOPE  obferved,  that  fincc  he  laft  had  the  honour 
of  debatii^  the  propofition  which  he  meant  this  night  to  offer  to  their 
Wdftiips,  the  opinion  of  the  country  had  been  completely  altered 

VoL.XLII.  G 
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ivith  regard  to  the  war.     The  €)*€«  of  the  people,  he  faid,  had 
been  opened,  and  they  faw  the  deftrudion  vhich  muft  enfue  to  the 
country  by  pcrfevering  in  the  prefent  unfortunate  and  ruinous  hofti- 
liries.     If  the  motion  which  he  would  have  the  honour  this  nigjht 
of  dFering  to  the  confideration  of  their  Lord(hips  fhould  be  negatived, 
he  forefaw  that  ruin  and  deftruftion  muft  inevitably  follow.     He 
meant  to  argue  the  queftion  with  temper ;  and  he  trufted,  that  con- 
trary to  what  he  had  formerly   experienced,    His  Majefty's  Mini- 
fters  would  argue  with  temper  and  moderation  alfo^,     He  had  no 
doubt  of  provijig  the  expediency  t)f  adopting  his  motion  ;  and  thofe 
who  meant  well  to  their  countT}%  would  join  in  facilitating  the  ob- 
jeft  of  this  night's  debate.     He  undertook  to  prove  that  the  ruin  of 
the  French  finances  was  impofliblc ;  and  confcqucntly  to  do  away 
and  deftroy  that  great  argument  which  the  Minifters  had  always  de- 
duced from  what  they  alledgcd  to  be  the  exhauftcd  ftate  of  the  French 
finances.      However  expedient,'  therefore,  his  motion  might  be,  it 
was  not  on  the  fingle  ground  of  experience,  or  even  of  policy,  that 
he  meant  to  found  his  arguments  ;  but  on  the  foundation  of  fub- 
ftantial  juftice — What  he  had  learnt  in  his  youth,  that  jufticc  was 
an  indifpenfable  dut>',  he  fhould  never  forget ;  and  if  any  thiing  were 
proved  to  him  to  be  juft,  that  tiling  he  would  contend  ought  to  be 
done.     The  French  had  folcmnly  difclaimccl  the  principle  of  inter- 
ference in  the  Government  of  other  countries,  and  from  this,  he 
concluded,  that  the  Government  of  Great  Britain  had  no  right  to 
interfere  in  the  internal  adminiihtition  of  France.     On  this  fubjeA 
two  documents  had  been  afforded  by  the  French.     At  the  clofc  of 
the  year  1792,  when  the  French  Ambaffador  was  in  this  country, 
he  had  tranfmittcd  an  official  note  to  the  adminiftration,  in  which  it 
was  explicitly  ftared,  that  it  was  not  the  intention  of  France  to  in- 
terfere in  the  Government  of  other  nations.    This  m  as  a  fatisfii(Sor>' 
explanation.— Soon  afterwards  the  French  thought  proper  to  deftroy 
their  Monarchy,  and  to  form  a  Republican  Government,     The 
Republican  Conftitution  had  been  finally  decreed ;  it  was  to  confti- 
tute  that  mode  of  Government,  under  which  they  were  in  future 
to  live.— In  the  mean  time  a  revolutionary  fyftcm  had  been  cftab- 
liihed,  which  was  to  l;|ft  till  the  conclufion  of  the  war.  The  11 8th 
and  1 1 9th  articles  of  the  republican  conftitution  contained  the  prin- 
ciples to  be  adopted  in  their  conduS  to  foreign  powers.    The  1 1 8th 
article  ftated,  diat  "  All  free  people  arc  the  natural  friends  and  al- 
lies of  the  French  nation." — The  1 1 9th  ftated,  "  that  the  French 
Republic  does  not  interfere  in  the  Government  of  other  nations. 
It  docs  not  fuffer  other  nations  to  interfere  in  its  own/'     In  the 
former  year  the  groftfeft  delufion  had  been  pra^fed  in  the  Houfe* 
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He  did  no(,.mean  to  fay,  that  the  deluHon  was  imputable  to  dcfign^, 
but  to  want  of  informaiion.  Tlie  laft  campaign  had  proved  every  po- 
fidoti  which  he  had  maintained  with  refpe6t  to  the  enthufiafm  of  the 
French,  their  reiburccs  and  finances,  and  had  invariably  difproved 
cvciy  ai«:umcnt  that  had  been  ufed  by  Minifters  in  contradt^ion  to 
his  poficions.  f  irft,  the  idea  had  been  held*  out  that  th^  French 
armies  were  a  mere  undifciplined  rabble,  while  the  tnx)ps  whom 
they  had  to  oppofe,  were  the  fineft  and  moft  courageous  in  Europe. 
The  French,  however,  had  proved  whether  they  were  merely  an 
undifciplined  rabble,  or  whether,  they  were  not  fupcrior  to  the  mer- 
cenary and  fervilc bands  which  had  been  btought  out  in  array  againft 
them.  In  fa<S,  the  French  Republic,  for  he  would  not,  lik^fome 
other  noble  Lords,  affcd  to  call  France  a  kingdom,  was  at  prefcnt 
in  poflcf&on  of  the  braved  and  bed  oiganized  army  in  Europe — an 
army  equally  formidable  from  its  difcipline,  its  courage,  and  its 
numbers — which,  by  the  laft  ftatements  to'  the  Convention, 
amounted  to  no  Icfs  tlian  i ,200,000  men,  difciplincd  firft  by  adver^- 
fity,  and  afterwards  by  fuccefs.  They  neither  wanted  arms  nor 
doathing ;  they  had  been  furniihcd  in  their  conquefts  with  enough 
of  both  thefe  articles  in  addition  to  the  immcnfe  quantity  which  they 
had  made  throu^out  the  Republic.  The  next  idea  which  was  held 
out  was,  that  of  ftarving  the  French,  an  idea  as  abfurd  as  it  was 
horrid  and  deteftablc.  The  humane  fyftcm  of  ftarving  30  millions 
of  pe<^le,  was  now,  however,  proved  to  be  impracticable.  He 
tniftcd,  that  they  would  hear  no  more  of  that  accurfed  fyftcm  of 
ibirvation.  "  Let  me  (hew  yoa,"  exclaimed  his  Lordfhip,  "  what 
tWs  threat  produced  in  France.  A  man  who  had  been  driven  from 
France  by  the  tyranny  of  Roberfpierre,came  to  tliis  country ;  I  con- 
verfed  with  him.  I  have  a  mother,  and  a  family,  he  (aid  to  me, 
ftiU  in  France;  how  then  can  I  endure  this  idta  of  ftar\'ing  the 
people  of  France  ?  My  Lords,  it  is  the  indignation  occafioned  by 
this  threat  that  has  brought  forth  that  fpirit,  and  thofe  exertions 
which  were  made  by  the  French  laft  year/*  At  the  commencement 
of  the  prefent  year,  the  French  were  inferior  in  naval  force,  and 
yet  the  number  of  {hips  taken  from  this  country,  was  infinitely 
fuperior  to  tlic  number  which  this  country  had  taken  from  them. 
In  the  Spring  of  this  year,  nay,  perhaps  at  the  prefcnt  moment, 
their  naval  force  was  fupcrior  to  the  force  of  this  country.  Could 
ihcy  be  ftarved  >thcrcfore  riow,  when  they  had  fuch  a  force  at  fea } 
Could  they  be  ftarved,  when  they  had  obtained  poflefllon  of  the 
Palatinate  and  of  Brabant,  two  of  the  moft  fertile  countries,  and 
that  too  immediately  after  the  period  of  the  harvcft  ;  fo  that  what- 
ever dangcf  tlicrc  might  formerly  have  been  of  a  fcarcity,  was  now 
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entirely  removed.     The  French  were  likewife  occupied  at  prefent 
'Wich  the  fublime  projeA  of  cutting  a  canal  between  the  Palatinate 
and  the  South  of  France,  by  which  fupplies  of  provifion  might  be 
conveyed  from  the  one  to  the  other.     Thus  the  two  ideas  whidi 
had  -been  held  out  with  a  view  of  deluding  the  people  of  this  country^ 
h^d  entirely  failed  ;  equally,  delufive  was  the  f)*ftcm  now  he^d  out 
with  refpedl  to  the  French  finances,  from  which  it  was  contended 
that  they  would  not  be  mucli  longer  able  to  carry  on  the  war,  from 
a  total  failure  of  their  refources.     The  French  finances  were  never 
fo  flouriihing  as  at  the  prefent  moment ;  and  therefore,  he  did  con- 
fefs,  that  he  was  aftonifhed  at  the  ignorance  of  Minifters  on  the 
fubjeft.     It  was  ncceffar)'  to  take  both  fides  Of  the  account.     By 
the  confifcation  of  the  proj)erty  of  the  clergy  and  of  the  emigrants, 
the  French  Government  had  collated  the  enormous  fum  of  400 
millions  fterling ;  they  poffcfled  one  third  of  the  lands  of  France, 
befides  all  the  plunder,  (that  appellation  was  perhaps  improper) 
which  they  had  drawn  from  the  church  and  the  gold  and  filver  faints. 
^ith  refpcft  to  the  other  fide  of  the  account,  he  would  take  not 
his  own  account,  but  the  unexamined  account  of  the  Minifter. 
By  fome  it  had  been  contended,  that  tlie  French  had  iflfued-  aflignats 
to  the  amount  of  266  millions  fterling.     But  fuppofing  even  that 
die  iflTue  \^'as  greater ;  that  it  amounted  to  400  millions  ;  aflignats 
were  now  at  a  depreciation  of  three-fourths  per  cent.  7  5  per  cent. 
If  therefore  the  French  had  iflued  400  millions,  they  would  ftill, 
were  they  now  to  call  in  the  depreciated  aflignats,  leave  a  clear  fur- 
.  plus  of  300  millions  fterling  untouched.     Such  was  the  ftate  of 
their  finances.  •  But  it  had  been  faid  they  had  fpcnt  laft  year  120 
or  1 60  millions.     What  was  the  confequence  ?  That  as  the  fourth 
part  of  160  millions  was  40  millions,  they  had  only  fpent   40 
millions.     Perhaps  their  Lorrffhips  would  aflc,  whctlier  this  was 
no  lofs  to  individuals  P   it  was  a  lofs  to  individuals, ,  but  not  to  the 
Goveriiment.     In  the  American  war,  American  paper  fell  94  per 
cent., but  were  the  Americans  therefore  ruined?  No;  tHat  which 
had  gone  from  the  Government  in  a  large  mafs,  had  melted  as  it 
went,  and  returned  a  fourth  part  lefs  than  its  original  fize,  or,  ac- 
cording to  the  words  of  an  excellent  author,  it  had  gone  from  them 
the  fixe  of  a  fnow  ball,  and  had  returned  to  them  no  bigger  than  a 
nut.     The  lofs  divided  among  numerous  individuals  was  felt  by 
none,  and  it  returned  to  the  National  Treafury  diminifhed,  who 
iflued  other  paper  to  a  laige  amount  for  the  benefit  of  the  State. 
This  was  the  ftate  of  the  finances  of  France,  and  could  afferd  no 
caufe  of  exultation  to  thofe  who  expected  that  the  ftate  of  the  French 
finances  ofiercd  a  favourable  profped  to  the  enemies  of  peace.    He 


A- 1795,  DEBATES.  45  . 

infiftedy  that  die  finances  of  the  Republic  were  fuch  as  to  bid  de- 
fiance to  the  united  efforts  of  Europe.    It  had  been  weakly  aigued, 
he  remarked,  that  the  fuceefs  of  the  Republic  proceeded  more  from 
chance  than  wifdom  and  deiign;  but  this  afTertion  was' equally  futile 
with  others  made  on  the  fame  fubjedt.     When  afTignats  were  at 
par,  they  wifely  iflued  a  prodigious  quantity ;  and  when  the  water 
was  at  its  level,  they  allowed  it  to  take  its  courfe.     The  aflignats 
which  they  ilfued  'at  par  have  gradually  diminiihed  in  value,  till 
they  have  fallen  at  length  7  5  per  cent;,  and  by  calling  them  in  when 
at  this  low  price,  they  annihilate  three-fourths  of  their  national  debt, 
and  provided  a  fufhciency  of  funds  for  any  given  expenditure.      It 
was  a  very  heavy  tax,  he  coAfefled,  upon  the  people,  but  it  fell 
not  upon  the  Sans  Culottes,  but  upon  men  of  property,  and  confc- 
qucntly  did  not  much  difaffc^l  the  great  body  of  the  nation  to  the 
genera!  caufe.    They  had  the  policy  not  to  deprive  the  nations  whom 
they  conquered  of  every  thing ;  they  took  from  them  indeed  their 
fpccie,  but  in  exchange  they  gave  them  afTignats,  by  which  means 
they  contrived  that  they  fhould  have  an  intereft  in  common  with 
thev  French  Republic,  and  the  fupport  Qf  the  exifting  Government. 
All  the  fucceifes  of  the  French  were  afcribed  to  chance ;  but 
when  he  faw  diis  and  many  other  inftances  of  dexterous  policy,  he 
could  not  help  coniidering  tllem  as  proofs  of  the  wifdom  of  the  Go- 
vernment.    If,  therefore,  it  was  unjuft  to  opprcfs  a  people  becaufe 
they  were  weak,  it  was  fdly  to  opprcfs  them  becaufe  they  were 
fhrong.     He  remembered  the  language  held  on  the  American  war. 
"  You  have  paiTcd  the  Rubicon,"  it  was  faid  then  ;  **  you  muft  either  , 
kill  them  or  they  will  kill  you.     The  fame  argument  was  now  at- 
tempted to  be  ufcd.     He  defired  die  Houfe  to  contemplate  the  con- 
iequences  of  tlie  probable  jun6^ion  of  the  Dutch  and  Spanifh  navies 
to  the  French  navy.    '"   If  vou  afk  roc  with  whom  vou  are  to  make 
peace,  I  (hall  reply,  with  thofe  with  whom  you  make  war;  with  the 
Republic  of  France,  one  and  indivifible  ;  with  thofe  men  whofe 
Republican  conilancy,  whofe  Republican  courage,  whofe  Republican 
ardour,   has  made  victory  the  order  of  the  day.     What  have  you 
loft,  it  is  afked  ?     Yes,  you  have  gained  fome  iilands,  but  you 
have  loft   Holland.     You  have  loft  130,000  of  the  allies  ;  you 
have  loft  the  Aulhian  I^w  Ccnjntrics.     You  have  loft  half  the  ba- 
lance  of  your  trade.     You  hav^e  loft  what  is  more  important  than 
all  Acfe,  you  have 'loft  your  charadVtr  of  being  the  friends  of  general 
liberty  and  peace.     On  this  account,  my  Lords,    I  fubmit  to  your 
Lordfhips,^  with  the  utmoft  iincerity,  the  following  rcfolution  >— 
*•  That  this  country  ought  not,  and  will  not,  interfere  in  the  iq- 
tcmal  affiiirs  of  France  ;  and  that  itb  expedient  explicitly  to  de- 
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clare  the  fame/'  All  interference  in  the  internal  ailairsof  a  country 
was  contrary  to  every  law  of  natural  juAicCy  and  a  direct  violatbn 
of  the  imprcfcriptible  rights  of  man,  and  therefore  no  political  ex- 
*  pediency  could  juftify  it,  and  if  unjuft,  it  was  proper  that  fuch  a 
oondud  (hould  be  openly  renounced. 

The  Earl  of  CARLISLE  objetled  to  the  motion,  from  the 
V9gac  indeterminate  form  in  which  it  had  been  introduced.  He 
confeiTed  himfelf  much  at  a  lofs,  from  this  circumftance,  to  make 
any  reply  to  it.  He  allowed  that,  in  certain  circumdances,  and  in 
» certain  fenfc,  an  interference  in  the  internal  afEiirs  of  France 
would  be  highly  unjuftiiiable.  He  difavovred  this  interference  to 
be  the  objedi  of  the  prefent  war.  It  was  not  againd  a  Republic 
that  we  directed  our  arms,  merely  bccaufeit  was  a  Republic,  but 
bccaufe  it  threatened  Europe  with  dcftruflion,  and  avowed  prin- 
ciples of  hodility  againft  every  efbbliihed  Government.  A  moniler 
had  fallied  forth  from  its  den,  and  menaced  the  adjoining  territory 
irtth  ruin  and  devaftation.  It  was  not  fufficient  to  ch^fe  it  back 
to  its  retreat ;  it  was  nccelTary  to  hedge  it  in,  and  to  fccure  our- 
ielves  from  any  future  attack.  When  America  adopted  a  Repu- 
blican form  of  Government,  which  \i*as  compatible  with  the  iafety 
of  Europe,  we  did  not  interfere  in  its  decitions  ;  but  when  the 
able  hand  of  Walhington  ecafes  to  a)ndu£t  the  rudder,  and  twift 
Ac  cable  of  the  State,  who  knows  what  may  be  the^  confcquence  ? 
If  they  run  wild  and  become  outrageous  like  the  French,  then  the 
snn  oJF  compreflion  muA  be  raifcd  to  compel  them  to  order.  No 
compariibn  between  America  and  France  on  their  prefent  relative 
fituation  to  this  country,  could  poflTibly  apply.  He  recurred  to  the 
declaration  of  the  9th  of  November,  and  fubfequent  proceedings  of 
France,  fo  violent  and  hoftile  to  this  country,  as  to  render  war 
unavoidable  on  our  part;  and  could  not  fee  in  the  prefent  circumftances 
how  peace  could  be  made  on  honourable  terms,  and  fo  as  to  fecure 
the  tranquillity  and  indepcndance  of  Europe.  He  deprecated  bring* 
hsg  forward  moticHis  of  tliat  fort,  and  would  get  rid  of  it  by  moving 
thequeftion  of  ajoumment. 

Lord  ABINGDON  faid,  does  not  the  noble  Lord  know  that 
tetaliation  mud  always  take  place,  that  if  France  attacked  us  we 
had  a  right  to  defend  ourfelvcs  ?  An  eye  for  an  eye,  and  a  tooth 
lor  a  tooth* 

Lord  AUCKLAND  faid,  tliat  not  being  prefent  on  the  firft  day 
Qf  the  feffion,  he  would  trefpafs  longer  on  the  time  of  the  Houfe 
than  he  would  have  from  any  thing  connedted  with  the  noble  Earl's 
motion,  which  he  agreed  with  thofe  that  preceded  him  ought  only 
ite  be  met  in  a  general  way.     He  had  fome  perfonal  reafons  for 
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wifliing  to  fpeak  generally  on  the  fubjed  of  the  war,  he  had  the 
beft  opportunities  of  being  acquainted  thoroughly  vrith  the  commen- 
cement of  it,  and  took  to  himfelf  the  refponfibility  of  any  ftiare  he, 
from  his  (ituationy  might  have  had  in  it  at  that  time.  He  ad- 
mitted much  that  had  been  faid  of  the  fucceiTes  of  France,  and  the 
difappointmcnt$  that  we  had  met  with  in  fome  of  our  alliances  ;  to 
thcfe,  and  other  unforefecn  circumftances,  more  than  to  any  cner|sy 
in  die  French  Government,  he  afcribed  the  diftrcfles  of  our  fitua« 
tion ;  which,  however,  he  thought  in  no  degree  fo  dcfperate  as  to 
make  us  defpond,  and  from  miftaken  timidity  conclude  a  peace  on 
any  terms,  however  dilhonourable  or  infccurc  they  might  be  ;  and 
fuch  alone  were  the  terms  to  be  expefted,  if  we  followed  the  noble 
Earl's  reafoning,  or  adopted  his  motion.  He  acknowledged  that 
France  was  a  much  more  formidable  enemy  than  he  liad  ever 
thought  flic  could  have  been  under  her  prefcnt  fyftem-  He  ad« 
mitted  the  llmoft  unrefiftcd  progrcfs  of  her  arms :  that  (he  was  in 
pofTcffion  of  Auftrian  Netherlands  was  true  ;  and  likewifewe  mi^ 
look  on  Holland  as  loft  for  a  time — ^he  faid,  for  a  time,  from  the 
great  reliance  which  he  placed  on  our  navy,  which  was  at  this  time 
nearly  double  in  point  of  ftrength  to  wliat  it  had  been  at  the  fame 
period  of  any  former  war :  on  the  other  hand,  it  was  foir  to  ftatc 
that  the  naval  force  of  France  was  very  confidcrable ;  and  what  was 
more  to  be  feared,  was  the  poffibility  of  her  getting  poiTeflion  of 
the  naval  force  of  other  countries.  Hcftillobjefted  to  the  motion, 
as  not  the  beft  means  of  procuring  peace,  though  It  was  ever  fo  dc- 
iirablc  ;  he  had  always  wiflicd  for  a  fafe  and  honourable  peace,  but 
that  could  not  be  obtained  in  any  other  way  but  by  a  vigorous  pro- 
fecution  of  the  war.  He  had  thought  fuch  a  peace  ought  to  be  had 
as  would  get  for  this  country  indemnity  for  the  paft  and  fccurity 
for  the  future  ;  but  qucftions  of  that  fort  varied  in  all  war$y  ac* 
cording  to  the  eventual  circumfianccs  infcparable  from  their  profe- 
cution.  He  declared  himfelf  more  inclined  that  France  (hould  have 
a  monarchial  Government,  but  would  not  go  the  length  to  fay  diat 
that  was  a  Jine  qua  nony  upon  which  a  fecure  peace  could  be  made* 
He  differed  from  the  noble  Earl  in  thinking  that  there  was  anf 
Conftitution  yet  framed  for  France,  that  would  be  a<Sled  upon, 
even  if  there  was  a  peace.  ^.  For  his  own  part,  he  fliould  acknow* 
ledge  the  Republic  of  France  with  confidcrable  rclu<5lance,  thoagh 
he  fairly  admitted  that  he  did  not  confider  that  the  fpeciiic  objeA  of 
the  war  was  the  eftablifliment  of  the  French  Monarchy.  The 
conquefts  which  this  country  might  make,  he  (hould  put  out  of  his 
confideration.  Conqueits  wxre  never  a  fufiicient  indemi^ty  for  a 
war;  and  their Lordflups ^would  recoiled,  that  the  ftrength  of 
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countries  confiftcd  not  in  the  extenfuin  of  territories,  but  in  their 
relative  ftrcngth.  Till,  therefore,  the  neceflity  of  adopting;  the 
onmus  pacem  (^  dexiras  tendamus  inermes  (hould  be  proved,  he  (hould 
vote  for  the  profccution  of  the  war.  He  was  fure  that,  by  keeping 
on  high  grounds,  we  were  the  more  likely  to  obtain  an  honourable 
peace.  The  conduct  of  the  war  was  not  before  thp  Houfc.  He 
aigued  at  length  upon  the  extravagant  wafte  of  the  refourccs  of 
France,  which  he  did  not  cbnfider  as  inexauftible  ;  neither  did  he 
think  our  own  were  in  any  very  bad  ftatc. 

"Lord  SCARBOROUGH  fpokc  againft  the  motion.    The  noble 
.  mover,  he  fald,  had  profefled  it  as  his  objediTthat  jufticc  (liould  be 
I  done  i  in  his  opinion,  the  noble  Earl's  motion  went  to  have  juftice 
done  on  extraordinary  grounds  indeed,  **  fiat  juJHcia  mat  caelum" 

The  Earl  of  MANSFIELD,  though  he  wiihed  to  avoid  meet- 
ing'the -qiieftion  dircdUy,  thought  himfelf  obliged  to  fay  fomethiiig 
from  what  had  fallen  fibm  the  noble  mover.     He  would  never 
fufFcr  hi^  arguments  on  the  law  of  nations  to  be  carried  to  fuch  a 
length  as  the  noble  Lord  had  ufcd  them,  and  was  far  from  thinking 
that  any  author  on  that  fubjcdt  had  ever  attempted  to  carry  them  fo 
far ;  neither  would  he  imitate  the  n<jble  Lord  s  confidence  in  his  opi- 
nions by  equal  confidence  in  his  own,  nor  anfwer  him  by  affertion 
for  affertion/     He  agreed  perfectly  with  the  noble  Lord  in  the  blue 
ribbon,  ,that  our  entering  into  riiis  war  ^^'^s  ho  interference  o(\  our 
part  with  the  internal  Government  of  France.     When,  before 
the  commencement  of  the  war,  they  had  carried  their  mad  revolu-. 
tionar)^  fyftem  fo  for,  and  had  avowedly  declared  their  purpofe  to 
be  the  total  annihilation  of  this  and  every  other  eftabliflied  form  of" 
Government,    would  any  man  call   our    defending  ourfeives  from 
fuch  imminent  and  vifiblc  danger,  an  im;>roper  interference  r      As 
well  if  you  met  a  man  with  a  drawn  dagger  in  his  hand,  who  dc- 
*  clarcd  he  meant  to  murder  you  the  firft  opportunity, '  might  it  be 
called  an  improper  interference  to  difarm  him  if  you  could  ?     He 
would  ftate  another  way  in  which  our  interference  would  be  proper. 
When  there  were  two  diftindl  parties  in  a  country  nearly  equal,  one 
contending  for  the  power  of  ruling  at  their  own  difcretion,  and  the 
other  ftruggling,  in  order  to  get  rid  of  that  tyranny  and  oppreffion 
which  is  the  certain  confequence  of  anardiy  and  diforder,  he  would 
fay,  as  he  had  done  laft  year,  as  far  as  that  was  the  (ituation  of 
France,  it  was  the  duty  of  this  country  to  affift  the  noyalifts  then 
in  prcferving  th«   monarchical  form  of  Government,  as  moft  con- 
ducive to  our  own  intcreft,  and  the  general  tranquillity  of  Europe  ; 
and  this  he  would  always  advife,  whatever  price  it  might  coft,  sBid 
eVen  at  the  rUk  of  a  civil  war  in  that  country. 
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To  call  Erancc  a  Republic,  he  conridered  'to  be  (lander  ing  all 
real  Republics.  On  the  variety  of  republican  Governments  he 
defcanted  at  length.  For  examples  of  interference  in  the  internal 
government  of  other  countries,  he  recurred  to  the  Hiftory  of  Eng- 
bnd  firft,  and  aflced  vho  blamed  the  Queen  of  England  for  uniting 
with  Henry  IV.  for  the  purpofe  of  reftoring  Monarchy  ?  lie  dcfircd 
them  to  look  to  the  peace  of  Weftphalia,  after  a  thirty  years  war* 
Was  there  not,  in  that  inftance,  an  interference  with  the  Govern- 
ment of  Gcrmcmy  ?  And  the  hiftory  of  this  war  it  was  the  duty  of 
cvciy  Statcfman  to  ftudy,  though  the  talk  was  laborious  ;  a  friend 
of  his  ftt  Rati(bon  had  (hewn  him  eighty  folio  .volumes  of  ^t,  which 
he  regretted  he  had  not  thoroughly  read.  Look  to  the  grand  dWU 
ancc — Was  there  no  ii\tcrferencc  with  rcfpcfl  to  the  Treaty  of  Sue- 
ceflTion?  To  the  Treaty  of  Utrecht,  in  which.it  would  be  found 
as  an  article,  that  France  and  Spain  were  never  to  be  united,  even 
if  Acy  detired  it ;  and  laftly,  to  our  interference  with  Holland  in 
the  year  1787,  fo  much  approved  by  all  parties*  He  then  far-- 
caftically  complimented  the  wonderful  ability  with  which  the  noble 
Earl  put  in  the  fame  way  arguments  diametrically  oppofite  to. each 
other  on  the  fubjeft  6f  French  finance ;  laft  year  he  rated  their 
finances  high,  becaufe  they  rated  their  afTignats  at  par  \  and  this 
year  he  rated  them  high, .  becaufe  they  were  feventy-five  per  cent. 
below  par,  one  fourth  of  their  value  ;  this  reminded  him  of  a  line 
in  one  of  Dryden's  old  plays,  with  which  he  would  concludje  •  ^ 
lover  fays, 

**  My  wound  is  great,  becaufe  it  i$  fo  fmall,*'  ^ 

iriiich  the  Dukeof  Buckingham  ridiculed  in  the  Rehearfal, 

"  Then  'twould  be  greater,  were  it  not  at  all." 

The  Marquis  of  LANSDOWNE  faidhe  did  not  rife  to  defend 
the  motion,  nor  to  (peak  on  at  it  length.  He  'always  had  confidcr- 
cd  the  objeft  of  all  wars  to  be  the  attainment  of  an  honourable  peace, 
and  that  every  means  fhould  be  taken  to  produce  that,  effcd.  Nor 
thing  could  give  him  greater  pleafure  than  the  temper  with  which 
the  debate  had  been  conduced  that  night ;  and  the  juft,  fair,  libe- 
ral, manly,  and  candid  declarations  on  the  fubjc^ft  of  interference 
with  the  internal  governments  of  other  countries,  which  had  beca 
made  by  almoft  all  the  noble  Lords  who  had  fpoken  ;  he  paid  many 
compliments  to  his  noble  friend,  though  he  feldom  carried  his  fen* 
timcnts  to  fo  great  a  length  as  his  noble  friend,  from  the  be(V  inten- 
tion and  pureft  motives,  often  did,  in  fpeaking  his  mind  in  that 
Houlc ;  nor  could  he  go  with  him  to  the  degree  which  the  motion 
holdout ;  he  was  far,  however,  from  regretting  that  the  fubje^  had 
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been  brought  (brward,  and  trufted  that  another  motion  would  be 
made  either  by  th^  noble  EsltI,  or  from  any  odier  quarter,  and  no- 
tice given  of  it  at  a  proper  diftance  of  time,  that  noble  Lords  might 
be  ^Ic  to  digeft  the  nature  of  it,  and  come  prepared  for  a  folemn 
difcuffion  of  fo  important  a  fubjeA.  He  had  another  motive  for 
rifing.  He  had  feen  a  paper  in  the  Leyden  Gazette,  which  had 
been  very  inaccurately  tranflated  in  the  Englifli  papers,  and  it  was 
a  paper  of  fuch  a  nature,  as  at  the  fame  time  that  it  mud  afford 
univcrfai  fatisfadion,  merited  the  mod  fcrious  attention  of  that  Houfe 
and  the  country  ;  this  paper  contained  a  declaration,  on  the  part  of 
France,  difavowing  that  the  Government  of  that  country  h^  come 
to  any  refolution  or  decrep  not  to  treat  with  any  nation  that  was  not 
under  a  republican  form  of  Government ;  it  not  only  difavowed 
this,  but  declared  their  rcadinefs  and  inclination  to  treat  with  all 
nations,  under  whatever  form  of  Government ;  the  Report  was  ably 
drawn  up,  and,  In  his  mind,  an  important  ilep  towards  the  refto* 
ration  of  tranquillity  in  Europe.  He  wi(hed  England  had  been  the 
iirft  to  make  fuch  a  decbration ;  and  he  trufted  (he  would  not  be 
the  laft  to  difavow  every  fentiment  of  a  contrary  nature.  The  pre- 
lent  fituation  of  the  country  called  for  it :  he  did  not  now  mean  to 
at^ue  the  principles  upon  whicli  the  war  was  carried  on,  or  tht 
manner  in  which  it  had  been  condud^ed  ;  the  Houfe  did  not  come 
prepared  for  that  difcuITion  ;  but  they  ought  not  to  difmifs  from 
their  view  the  rapidity  with  which  France  had  made  conquefts  ;  the 
tertainty  that  (he  had  determined  on  a  winter  campaign  in  all  quar- 
ters ;  and  the  extraordinary  and  increaiing  progrefs  of  her  fucceffes. 
On  the  fubjcft  of  this  country  making  acquifitions  by  a  continuance 
of  war,  he  had  always  held  the  fame  opinion  ;  it  was  long  ago  de- 
livered Jn  that  Houfe  by  Qiieen  Elizabeth  ;  (he  told  her  Parliament, 
f*  I  know  how  I  can  get  conquefb,  and  how  I  can  extend  my 
territpries ;  but  who  will  teafli  me  how  to  keep  them  ;  and  will 
they  contribute  to  the  happinefs  of  my  people  ?"  What  is  the  ac- 
quifirion  of  Martinique  to  the  lofs  of  Holland  ?  His  Lordfliip  ob* 
ferved,  that  fome  words  he  had  fpoken  in  a  former  debate  had  been 
inifreprefcnted,  not  intentionally  he  was  fure,  in  one  of  the  beft* 
iuibrmed,  mod  accurate,  and  moft  ufeful  of  the  morning  papers, 
the  probity  of  whofe  reports  he  had  often  noticed. — [His  Lord(hip 
is  fuppofed  to  have  alluded  to  the  Morning  Chronicle.] — He  was 
fuppofed  to  have  fai  J  that  Martinique  was  loft  ;  whereas  his  words 
were,  that  if  the  negligence  of  the  French  was  not  equal  to  our  own, 
in  all  probability  the  whole  of  thofe  i(hnds  would  be  loft ;  ftating, 
at  tj^c  fame  time,  that  while  Sir  Charles  Grey  was  there,  he  was 
convinced  our  pofition  would  be  ably  maintained.     From  the  gcncf 
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nl  temper  of  the  Houfe,  he  was  happy  to  forebode  unanimity  amoUgft 
all  parties,  in  promoting,  what  muft  be  the  great  objed  of  all,  and 
Ac  higheft  blefling  that  could  be  given  to  the  country — an  honour- 
able peace  ;  by  which  they  would  avoid,  in  the  prefent  inftance,  all 
the  dxilentions,  horrors,  and  difcord  that  didrafted  the  country  in 
1782.  Harfti  words  had  been  ufed  in  this  country  againft  the 
French,  and  they  had  produced  in  France  haHh  vords  againft  this 
country.  The  Government  would  do  well  to  try  now,  whether  foft 
words  here  would  not  have  the  cScSt  to  produce  foft  words  in  re- 
turn from  the  French. 

Earl  STANHOPE,  in  reply,  alluded  fo  the  Earl  of  Mansfield's 
fpeech,  and  contended  that  it  was  becaufe  he  would  avoid  a  thirty 
years  war,  diat  he  wiflied  to  interfere  in  the  internal  government  of 
France,  A  noble  Lord,  on  a  former  day,  had  ufed  the  word 
"  ftcady.**  Steady  he  would  be  in  principles  that  he  thought  were 
right,  and  fteadily  would  he  defend  them  to  the  laft  moment  of  his 
life.  It  was  therefore  his  intention  to  divide  the  Houfe  on  his  mo- 
tion. He  concluded  by  declaring  that  he  would  always  continue  a 
firm  friend  to  the  interefts  of  the  people,  the  rights  of  man,  and  the 
liberty  and  happinefs  of  mankind. 

The  Duke  of  BEDFORD  difapproved  of  the  motion,  both  be- 
caufe it  was  in  itfelf  an  abftraci^  propofition,  which  could  fcrvc  no 
valuable  end,  and  becaufe  he  could  not  entkely  agr!e  to  the  words 
or  the  manner  in  which  the  noble  Earl  (upported  it.  Still  anxious 
that  this  important  queftion  might  be  fully  and  fairly  met,  his 
Grace  gave  notice,  that  this  day  fortnight  he  (hould  bring  the  fubf^ 
jcdl  again  before  thq  Houfe  in  another  (hape. 

Tlie  Houfe  now  divided  on  Earl  Stanhope's  motion : 
Not  Contents,  61;    Contents,   i.      Majority  60. 

PROTEST  of  Earl  STANHOPE, 

Diffentienf, 

TirCtj  Becaufe  the  motion  made  for  the  Houfe  to  adjourn,  wa«  profeiled* 
}y  intended  to  get  rid  of  the  following  refolution,  videlicet,  *'  Refolved^ 
**  That  this  country  ought  not,  and  will  oot,  interfere  in  the  internsu 
**  affiiirt  o£  Fiance;  and  that  it  is  expedient  explicitly  to  declare  the 
^  fame." 

Second,  Becaufe  I  hold  that  it  is  contrary  both  to  e<|uity  and  policy 
for  any  foreign  country  to  interfere  in  the  internal  a&irs  or  confiitution 
of  ihe  French  Republic,  dr  of  any  other  independent  nation. 

Third,  Becaufethe  GoTernnoentofGrcatBritain  (not  having  been  eleA« 
^by  the  citi^ei^s  p(  France)  can  have  no  more  right  to  give  to  France  a 
Monarchical)  or  other  form  of  Government  whatever,  than  the  crowned 
Pefpots  of  Pruflia  and  of  Ruffia  had  to  ovenurn  the  free  confUtucion  of 
||o?f  uphappy  Pofcwd, 
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Fourth,  Becaufc  I  heartily  difapprovc  and  reprobate  the  doftrinc  ad- 
vanced by  Minifters  in  the  debaifc  ;  namely,  ".Thtr  to  rcftorc  the  an- 
••  cient  and  hereditaty  "Monarchy  of  France  no  cxpcncc  (hould  bcfpared." 
And  1  reprobate  that  pernicious  and  uncivic  dodrioe  the  more  ftrongly,, 
^rom  its  nut  having  been  fuddcnly,  h;i(lily,  or  inconfiderately  ilarted  ; 
but  from  its  having  been  taken  up  (us  it  was  folcmnly  declared)  upon 
llhe  utmok  deliberation. 

Fifth,  Bfcaufe  I  deem  it  to  be  an  injuftice  committed  by  Minifters, to- 
wards my  fellow  citizens,  to  adopt  a  principle  which  {[vjM  render  it  nc- 
cclfary  for  the  Government  of  Great  Britain  to  lay  fanher  heavy  bur- 
dens upon  the  pcOple,  and  to  tax  their  houtes,  their  windows,  their  beds, 
their  Candles,  cheir  Oioes,  and  many  other  conveniences,  and  the  necef* 
fai  ics  of  life^  in  order  to  provide  a  fund  to  attempt  the  accompliflimcnt  of 
fuch  a  wicked  purpofe  as  aforcfaid. 

Sixth,  Becaufc  the  propofed  refoliuion  above  ftated,  was  intended  by 
l^c,  as  a  "  folemn  pledge"  that  the  Government  of  this  nation  would 
wot  interfere  in  the  internal  affairs  of  France ;  but  the  i^cfufal  of  the 
Iloufc  to  give  fuch  a  pledge,  tends  to  fliut  the  door  to  peace  ;  and  con« 
fequently  tends  to  infure  the  ruin  of  this  manufacturing,  commercial,' 
and  once  happy  country  ;  particularly  confidering  the  increafed,  and 
rapidly  incrcaung,  flrcngth  of  the  navy  of  the  French  Republic,  inde- 
pendently of  the  profpcdt  there  is  of  thetr  having  the  navies  of  Holland 
and  Spain  under  their  immediate  influence. 

Seventh,  Becaufe  the  public  funds,  the  paper  currency,  and  tho 
public  and  private  credit  of  this  country,  will  probably  be  unequal  to 
Hand  agaiull  the  tremendous  fliock  to  which  Minilkrs  will  now  expofc 
them. 

Eighth,  Becaufe  I  think  that  franknefs,  fairnefs,  humanity,  and  the 
principles  of  honefty,  and  of  jullicc,  are  always,  in  the  end,  the  bed 
policy.  And  I  believe  it  to  be  true,  in  regard  to  nations  (as  well  a$  with 
refped'  to  individuals)  that  '*  nothing  that  is  not  juft  can  be  wife,  or 
likely  to  be  ultimately  profperoMs." 

Kinth,  Becauic  I  lament  the  more,  that  the  Houfc  fliould  refufe  to 
difclalm  the  interfering  in  the  internal  conftitution  of  France,  inafmu^h 
as  by  the  new  conftitution  of  the  French  Republic,  One  and  lndiviliblc# 
adopted  by  the  prcfcnt  National  Convention,  on  the  twenty-third  day  of 
June,  in  the  year  one  thuufand  fcven  hundred  and  ninety-three,  and 
under  the  title  of  **  the  Relation  of  the  French  Republic  with  Foreign 
Nations,"  and  by  the  articles  zi8  aud  119  of  that  conditution,  it  is  de- 
clared and  ena^ed,  that 

**  The  French  people  is  the  friend  and  natural  ally  of  every  free  na- 
*'  tion.  It  does  not  interfere  with  the  government  or  other  nations ;  it 
•*  docs  not  fuft'cr  that  other  nations  fliould  interfere  with  its  own.*' 

So  franky  fo  fair,  and  fo  explicit  a  declaration  on  their  part^  did,  ixi 
my  opinion,  entitle  them  to  a  better  fpecies  of  return. 
,  Tenth,  Becaufe  I  conceive  that  a  true  republican  form  of  Government, 
l>eing  firmly  cftabliftied  in  France,  is  much  more  fafe  for  the  liberties  01 
thi:  people  of  Great  Britain,  than  the  tyrannical,  capricious,  perfidious^ 
secret,  .intriguing,  and  reftlefs  ancient  monarchy  of  France  ;  or  than  any 
other  monarchy  they  could  there  eftablifh  j  but  even  if  I  were  of  a  dirca 
cppoiuc  \Vay  of  thinking,  I  would  not  be  guilty  of  the  grofe  injuftice  of 
attempting  to  force  a  monarchy  upon  fbeni,  contrary  to  their  inclina* 
%iofl. 

Eleventh,  Becaufc  I  think  that  no  war  ought  to  be  contlni^ed,  that 
fan,  by  a  proper  line  of  moderation,  be  avoided ;  and  the  more  cfpccially^ 
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iriA  pcfpc^  to  the  Frcneli  people,  who,  by  their  republican  exertions^ 
republican  enthufiafm,  and  republican  courage,  have  made  victory  the 
almoft  conftant  **  Order  of  the  Day." 

Twelfth,  Becaufe  the  continuingoffuch  a  bloody  conteft,  without  nc- 
cefficy,  appears  to  me  to  be  a  profane  tempting  of  Divine  Providence,  in 
whole  benign  and  almighty  hands  the  fate  ot  battles  and  of  empires  it 
placed. 

Thirteenth,  Becaufe  I  wifii  to  wafti  my  hands  entirely  of  all  the  in* 
lioceot  blood  chat  may  be  flied  in  this  war  with  France,  of  all  the  carnage 
which  may  take  place^  and  of  all  the  de^ru£i:ion,  confuiion,  and  devaf* 
tation  (perhaps  in  Great  Britain  i(felf)  which  may  enfue. 

Founeenth,  Becaufe  it  was  my  objedt  to  preclude  the  Government  of 
Great  Britain  from  attempting  to  flir  up,  or  excite  infurre£iion8  in  hz 
Vendee,  or  any  other  department  of  the  French  Republic ;  and  the  refo- 
lution  I  roovea  wat  well  calculated  for  that  purpofe. 

And  Fifteenth,  Becaufe  the  maxim  of  **  Do  not  to  others  that  which 
pu  would  not  wifli  done  to  yourfelf,"  is  an  unerring  rule^  founded  upoa 
the  dear  principle  of  juftice,  that  is  to  fay,  of  Equality  of  Rights.  It 
iiupon  that  ilrong  and  folid  ground  that  I  make  my  (land  ;  and  all  pub- 
lic men,  in  order  to  merit  the  confidence  of  the  Bntifh  people,  muil  (hew 
their  determination  to  adt  with  franknefs,  and  with  unequivocal  goo4 
bith  and'judice  towards  the  French  Republic. 

Having  upon  this  moil  important  and  momentous  fubje6l  frequently 
iiood  alone,  and  having  alfo  been  upon  this  lafl  occafion  totally  unfup* 
ported  in  the  divifion,  if  I  fliouJd  therefore  ceafe,  at  prefenf,  to  attend 
this  Hou(e,  (where  I  have  been  placed  by  the  mere  accident  of  birth}  fuch 
of  my  fellow-citizens  as  are  friends  to  freedom,  and  who  may  chance  to 
read  this  my  folemn  protefl,  will  find,  that  I  have  not  altered  my  fenti* 
ments  or  opinions,  and  that  I  have  not  changed  any  of  my  principles  ; 
for  my  principles  never  can  be  changed. 

And  thofe  fellow-citizens  will  alfo  find  that  I  hereby  pledge  myfelf  to 
my  country,  that  I  (hall  continue,  what  I  ever  have  been,  a  zealous  and 
un(faaken  friend  to  peace,  to  ju (lice,  and  to  liberty,  political,  civil,  and 
religious ;  and  that  I  am  determined  to  die  (as  1  have  lived)  a  firm  and 
fteaJy  fuppotter  of  the  unalienable  rights  and  of  the  happinefs  of  all  man* 
Idnd. 

STANHOPE, 

TuefJayy   I  yh  January. 

The  order  of  the  day- for  proceeding  farther  in  the  trial  of  War* 
rcn  Hading^j  £fq.  being  ready 

A  motion  was  niade,  That  a  Gommittee  be  appointed  on  Thurll 
day  fe'nnight,  to  fearch  for  precedents  with  refpe<£t  to  the  mode  of 
proceeding  in  giving  judgement.     Ordered. 

Tuefdaji  20th  Januafy. 

Upon  fhc  motion  of  the  Duke  of  Bedford,  the  order  which  ftood 
for  to-day,  was  poflponed  til}  Tucfday  next,  and  the  Lords  ordere^ 
to  be  fummohed. 
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Wednejiajy  2  \Jl  yanuarj* 

His  MajcHy's  commiiTton  was  read,  by  virtue  of  which  the  Royal 
aflent  was  given  to  the  Land  and  Malt-tax  bills. 

Tuefdajy   2']fh  yahuary. 

The  Committee  appointed  to  infpcft  precedents  refpc£Hng  die 
mode  of  proceeding  dn  the  trial  of  Warren  Haflings^  Eiq»  reported 
progreis* 

The  order  of  the  day  being  read. 

The  Duke  of  BEDFORD  called  their  Lordfliips'  attention  to 
die  motion  upon  which   their  Lpordihips  had  been  fummoncd,  and 
ef  which  the  prccifc  words  had  been  laid  on  the  table.     It  was  a 
ibbjcd  of  great  importance  to  this, country,  and  to  Europe.      It  was 
^ential  that  their  Lord(hip$  (hould  clearly  underibnd  upon  wbit 
|rfan  they  were  to  continue  the  war  in  future  ;  the  people  of  this 
country  ought  to  be  diflinflly  told  what  they  were  fighting  for ;  and 
it  was  neceiTary  that  the  people  of  France  (hould  know  what  they 
were  fighting  againiV.     If  their  Lord(hips  fhould  think  (it  to  nega- 
tive his  motion,  they  would  render  the  profped  of  peace  more  dcf- 
perate  than  even  the  proceedings  of  Miniftcrs,  or  more  particularly 
dieir  language,  and  the  language  of  their  friends.     That  language 
Ae  French  nuift  have  heard  ;  and  it  would  well  become  their  Lord- 
,  Ihips'  wifdom  to  obviate  by  their  votes  the  ill  c(Fc6ls  it  fo  evidently 
tended  to  produce.     It  weuld  well  become  them  to  (hew  the  people 
pf  this  country,  and  the  world  at  large,  that  the  Houfe  of  Lords 
was  not  a  party  to  the  violence  which  the  language  of  Miniders  was 
calculated  to  dieri(h  and  foment.     Their  Lord(hips  had  never  held 
fudi  language,  and  therefore  he  was  not  calling  upon  them  to  con- 
tiadidl  themfelves,  by  aiking  them  to  difavow  it.    -  To  do  this,  ap- 
peared to  be  abfolutely  pepeflary  at  theprefent  moment,  in  order  to 
put  a  dop  to  the  calamities  which  it  had  brought  upon  Europe. 
Their  Lord(hips  had  often  heard  it  aflerted,  that  this  was  a  war 
ujque  ad  intemfcsGftem^-^lzt)giX3igp  unfit  for  the  mofl  barbarous  times ; 
•  (entiment  fo  fraught  with  cruelty,  and  fo  dangerous  to  the  prin- 
ciples of  ail  good  gpvcrnment,  that  to  call  upon  tlieir  Lord(hip$  to 
contradict  it,  was  to  call  upon  their  policy  as  well  as  their  juftice. 
The  war,  in  its  eommpncement,  he  admitted  to  have  been  approved 
of  Ijy  fL  great  majority      That  majority  had  been  obtained  by  dclu- 
fion/  and  by  appeals  to  the  paflions.     The  fame  means  were  ftiU 
employed  to  Impede  the  incrcafing  unpopularity  of  the  war,  but  could 
not,  as  their  Lordftiips  muft  feci,  operate  much  longer.     When  a 
prppofition  haA  at  any  tim^  been  brought  fofwaf (i  for  takmg  any  fte^ 
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towards  peace,  it  had  been  contended;  that  to  do  fo  would  tie  up 
die  hands  of  Minifters,  and  oblige  them  to  accept  of  whatever  terms 
the  enemy  thought  fit  to  grant.  His  motion  had  no  fuch  tendency ; 
all  he  a(ked  their  Lordihips  to  declare  was,  that  they  were  ready  to 
accede  to  peace,  as  fopn  as  it  could  be  obtained  with  fafety  and  with 
.honour.  He  was  aware'  that  the  fame  delulions  would  be  agaia 
pra<£^ifed  to  impofe  upon  their  Loniftiips*  judgement,  the  fame  ex- 
citements applied  to  roufe  their  paflfions.  They  would  be  told,  that 
although  peace  was  highly  deiirabie,  this  was  not  the  proper  time 
ix  obtaiiung  it.  His  motion  wpuld  bind  their  Lordfhips  to  no  par* 
ticular  time,  but  leave  both  time  aiid  terms  to  the  dlicretion  of  His 
Majefty's  Minifters,  who  were  refponfible  for  their  excrcilcof  that 
difcretion.  The  common  arguments  again!)  every  proposition  tendr 
ing  to  facilitate  the  attainment  of  peace,  were,  that  no  peace  con* 
duded  with  the  prefent  Government  of  France  could  be  permanent ; 
diat  to  fuc  for  peace  would  be  as  injurious  to  our  intcrcft  as  incon- 
fifient  with  our  honour.  Now,  no  man  who  recommended  re-  , 
moving  the  obftacles  to  peace,  had  ever  propofed  fuing  for  it ;  m 
man  had  ever  uttered  the  word.  Much  as  he  tliought  peace  to  be 
dcfircd,  he  would  fcom  to  fue  for  it^  Next  w  as  alledged  the  dan^ 
{cr  to  this  country,  from  the  intTodu<f^ion  o?  French  principles  ^  our 
allies,  it  was  faid,  were  preparing  to  make  greater  exertions  ;  and 
the  defperate  fituation  of  the  French  finances  rendc^-cd  it  impofllble 
for  them  to  continue  the  war  on  the  fame  extended.*  fcale  of  opera*, 
dons  that  bad  hitherto  bafBed  our  efforts^  Then,  feclir^  the  in* 
fufficiency  of  their  own  arguments,  Minifters  attacked  the  pafTions 
of  their  Lordfhips^  and  told  them  that  the  war  wa^  the  caufc  of  hu-* 
roanity,  ofreligion^  and  of  God.   .       ' 

To  negociate,  Minifters  faid,  would  be  difhonourable.  How, 
they  afked,  could  we  make  the  6rft  overtures  for  peace,  when  it 
was  notorious  that  the  French  had  been  the  aggreffors  ?  The  qucf* 
tion  of  aggrefllon  was  by  no.  means  fo  clear  as  they  chofc  to  reprcfcnt 
it ;  but,  admitting  it  to  be  lb,  let  their  Lordfhips  confider  what 
cndlefs  fcene^  of  blood  Europe  muft  have  exhibited,  had  it  been  the 
predominant  principle  of  courts  that  no  State  could,  without  difho^f 
nour,  manifcft  a  difpofition  to  peace,  unlefs  it  had  been  the  aggref* 
for  in  the  commencement  of  war.  We  had  often  offered  to  treat 
when  our  arms  were  fucccfsful,  although  we  had  not  been  the  ag- 
grefTors ;  and  in  the  American  war,  which  was  unfuccefsful,  we 
had  even  fufpended  ofFenfive  operations  as  a  preliminary  to  ncgoci* 
ation.  To  prove  that  die  French  had  been  the  aggrciTors,  the  de- 
cree of  November  19,  1792,  liad  been  much  infifted  upon  ;  and 
Ac  aigumcnt  came  with  greater  weight  from  being  urged  ibon  after 
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their  LordfhipSy  in  a  dutiful  addrefs,  had  exprciTed  their  approba- 
tion of  a  fpeech  from  the  Throne,  in  which  His  Majefty  told  them 
that  he  had  carefully  abftained  froni  all  interference  in  the  affairs 
of  France — and  that  in  all  the  difputes  between  the  Continental 
Powers,  he  had  obfcrvcd  a  ftrift  neutrality.     He  was  ready  to  ad- 
Ihit,  that  we  had  a  right  to  interfere  in  the  internal  Government  of 
Prance,  if  the  French  declared  an  intention  of  interfering  in  ours. 
But  let  their  Lordthips  call  to  mind  how  anxious  the  French  had 
been  to  rctraft  this  declaration.     Their  Miniftcr  for  foreign  alFairs 
offwed  any  explanation  that  might  be  required.     The  fame  incli- 
nation was  (hewn  by  fpeechcs  in  the  Convention.     After  a  fpeech 
by  Danton,  fetting  forth,  that  although  friends  to  the  liberty  of  all 
mankind,  they  ought  to  corre<Sl  the  errors  of  momentary  enthufiafm, 
a  decree  was  pafled,  declaring  that  the  French  would  not  interfere 
in  the  Government  of  other  countries ;  and  m  their  new  Gonftitution 
an  article  was  inferted,  that  they  would  not  interfere  in  the  Go- 
vernment of  any  othcf  people,  nor  fufFer  any  other  people  to  inter- 
fere in  theirs.     They  hadj  therefore,  renounced  this  oflfenfivcprin- 
tjiple;  and  we  ought  to  do  ib  too.     In  anfwer  to  the  aflcrtion,  that 
no  permanent  peace  could  be  made  with  the  prefcnt  French  Govern- 
ment, he  was  ahnoft  afhamed  to  ftate  what. he  had  formerly  urged, 
but  with  fo  little  imprefTion;  diat  none  of  their  Lordfhips  thought 
it  cvqi  worthy  of  being  refuted.     He  thought  it,  however,  fo  con- 
rlufivfe,  that  till  he  could  call  their  Lordihips*  attention  to  it,  he 
Ihould  not  ceafo  to  urge  it,  and  when  refuted,  he  fhould  bow  with 
fubmiflfion  to  better  rcafoning  than  his  own.    What  then  was  a  per- 
manent peace?  Where,  itithehiftory  of  Europe,  was  a  permanent 
peace  to  be  found,  in  the  abfolutcfenfc  of  the  word  ?  A  pemianent 
peace,  in  any  rational  and  praAical  acceptation  of  !he  term,  was  a 
peace  on  fuch  conditibn  as  each  of  the  contradtirigpartics  had  a  right 
to  expeft.     An  equitable  peace  was  the  only  one  Kkdy  to  be  per- 
manent ;  for  a  nation,  compelled  to  accept  of  any  other,  fmarting 
under  a  fenfe  ofi  injury,  would  obfcrve  it  no  longer  than  weakncfs 
and  neceffity  compelled.    Were  he  to  argue  on  relative  permanence, 
he  (hould  think  it  more  probable  that  peace  with'  a  Republic  muft 
be  more  lafting  than  with  a  Monarchy,  cither  abfolute  or  limited. 
In  a  Republic  the  queflion  of  peace  or  war  muft  be  examined  by 
many  minds,  it  muft  be  dd)ated  iaind  canvaflTcd  by  numerous  bodies 
of  men  ;  whereas  in  a  Monarchy  a  fingle  individual  might  decide ; 
and  while  human  judgment  was  liable  toTtiiftake,  the  decifion  of  one 
perfon  muft  be  Icfs  to  be  relied  upon  than  that  of  feveral.     Their 
Lordfhips  were  exhorted  to  perfevere  in  the  war,  becaufe  of-  the 
danger  to  be.  apprehended  from  the  introdudlion  of  -  French  prind*- 


{dcs.     Were  Engliihnicii,  then,  fo  di&fFc6ted  to  ^e  Coitftitution  ; 
were  they  lb  partial  to  the  inftitutions  of  other  countries,  in  prefer^ 
ence  to  thoTe  of  their  own,  as  to  be  ready  to  abandon  them  on  the 
firft  fuggeftion  ?  French  Jacobins  would  come  into  this  country. 
Who  were  tfiefe  Jacobins  ?  Were  they  the  Members  of  the  Jacobin 
Club ;  or  was  it  meant  to  brand  the  whole  people  of  France  with 
Ae  name  of  Jacobin  ?  But,  in  what  fituation  would  the  French  Ja- 
cobin come  here  ?  Was  there  any  thing  fo  peculiarly  captivating  ia 
his  language  or  addrefs,  as  to  make  him  formidable  ?  He  muft  tell 
the  people  of  this  country,  **  Do  as  we  have  done  in  France :  de- 
fboy  your  Monarchy;  abolifh  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  difmifs  the 
Houfe  of  Commons,  fweep  away  all  your  ancient  inllitutions,  and 
cfiablifti  liberty  and  equality."     The  Engliftiman  would  hardly^be 
fo  dull  as  not  to.afk,  "  What  have  you  eftablifhed  in  the  room  of 
all  you  have  aboliihed  ;  and  how  do  you  know  that  what  you  pro- 
mifc  would  be  better  than  what  I  pofTefs :"  he  would  afk,  "  How 
came  you  to  forfafce  all  the  bleflings  of  your  own  liberty  to  come 
here,  where  you  fay  there  is  none?"     If  the  Jacobin  (hould  re* 
ply,  that  his  univerfal  philanthropy  had  induced  him  to  become  a 
vtAuntary  cidle,  to  relinquifh  the  bleflings  of  liberty  at  home,  in 
order  to  preach  liberty  to  (Grangers,  the  Englifhman  would  proba- 
bly afk,  "  What  have  you  gained  by  your  liberty,  and  what  have 
you  fuflFered  ?  • '  Is  not  your  agriculture  impaired,  your  manufac- 
tures and  commerce  ruined,  poverty  and  want  brought  upon  your 
citizens  who  have  furvived  the  prifons,  or  efcapcd  the  executions 
and  the  (laughter  to  which  you  have  been  led  without  dl(tin<$lion  ) 
Do  you  not  at  prefent  mourn  the  lofs  of  friends  or  relations,  who 
fcave  fallen  by  the  hand  of  the  executioner,  or  the  fword  of  the 
enemy."    He  had  heard  much  of  the  introduction  of  French  money 
into  this  country,  by  Jacobins.     The  deftnitlion  of  the  Jacobins  at 
Paris  vjras  once  faid  to  be  the  objefl  of  the  waf .     That  was  now 
efleded  by  the  French  themfelves,  for  the  Convention  had  (hut  up 
die  Hall,  and  decreed  that  the  Club  ftiould  meet  no  more.     Where 
were  thefe  Jacobins  to  get  the  money  ?  If  the  fituatlon  of  France 
were  (uch  as  Minifters  dcfcribed  it, .  even  the  Government  could 
not  afford  to  fend  money  out  of  the  country.     But  were  the  people 
of  this  country  to  be  fo  calumniated  as  to  fay,  that  they  were  fo  ca- 
fily  to  be  deluded  out  of  their  principles,  and  out  of  their  attachment 
to  die  inftitutions  of  their  ancedors  i 

The  next  argument  for  perfifting  in  the  war  was  drawii  fitm  the 
increafcd  and  more  vigorous  exertions  to  be  made  by  our  allies, 
and  the  defperatc  ftate  of  the  French  fuianccs.    Much  more  vigors 
VoL.XLII.  1 
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ous  indeed  than  we  had  Mdierto  experienced  mud  be  the  exertion» 
of  our  allies,  in  order  to  be  of  much  avail.     Need  he  remind  their 
Lorddiips  that  they  did  not  now  hear  thefe  arguments  for  the  firil 
time  ;  ^at  they  had  heard  them  often,  and  repeatedly  been  deceiv* 
cd  r.  Every  one  of  the  declarations  made  by  Miniders  had  been  con* 
tradidled  by  events.    This  did  not  red  on  his  aflertion.    Let  their 
lA)rd(hips  look  at  the  proceedings  in   the  Diet   ci    Ratifbone* 
There  they  would  iind  ttiat  the  principal  merhbers  of  the  Germanic 
body,  far  from  being  in  a  condition  to  make  more  vigorous  exer* 
tions,  were  convinced  of  die  neceflity  of  endeavouring  to  obtain 
peace.     Even  the  Emperor,  in  quality  of  the  Duke  of  Audria,  did 
not  fcem  averfc  to  peace,  although  his  Minidcrs  did  not  dircdlly 
accede  to  the  refolution.    They  propofed  a  middle  courfe,  that  the 
whole  (hould  be  referred  to  the  Emperor,  as  head  of  the  Germanic 
body.     The  Emperor  did  not  oppofe  a  propofirion  for  peace,  he 
only  widicd  the  time  and  the  mode  to  be  referred  to  himfelf.     For 
this  there  might  be  weighty  reafons.     He  had  not  yet  got  the  fix 
millions  our  Minidcrs  had  engaged  to  lend  him.     When  he  was 
fure  of  tlie  money,  he  might  then  think  it  a  fit  time  to  oper^  fiii^go- 
ciations.     Even  the  King  of  Pruflia  had  acceded  to  the  pacific  re- 
folution, which  was  drawn  up  in  the  dronged  and  mod  explicit 
terms.     Could  their  Lorddiips  hope  for  greater  exertions  on  the 
part  of  thefe  allies  ? — Even  if  they  were  willing,  it  was  obvious 
that  they  were  not  able,  and  that  their  fituations  and  profpei^s,  if 
tlie  war  niud  be  continued,  were  much  more  defpcrate  than  at  the 
commencement  of  either  of  the  former  campaigns.     With  refpe(ft 
to  the  finances  of  France,  he  did  not  pretend  to  podefs  fufHcient 
information  for  fuch  a  detail,  as  it  would  become  him  ,to  fubmit 
in  argument  to  their  Lorddiips :  but  his  general  eonclufion  was, 
that  they  were  by  no  means  fo  exhauded,  as  Minidcrs  widied  us 
to  believe.    But,  fuppofing  them  to  be  exhauded,  could  we  ruin  the 
country  ? — Certainly  not.— While  there  was  property  in  the  coun- 
try, the  Government  would  find  means  to  get  it,  for  the  purpofe 
of  maintaining  their  armies  ;  while  the  people  were  convinced  that 
the  war  was  a  war  of  extermination,  or  fubmidion  to  the  will  of  a 
foreign  enemy,  they  would  iacrifice  their  property ;  as,  who  aniong 
their  Lorddiips,  under  fimilar  circumdances,  would  not  give  up  for 
the  common  defence  nine-tenths  of  all  that  he  poflefled  ?  If  wc 
could  not  ruin  them  in  finance,  could  we  hope  to  outnumber  them? 
Their  population  was  one-feventh  of  all  Europe,  and  add  to  this 
die  extenfive  acquifition  they  had  made,  with  the  pofi*eflion  of  ail 
iioUand,  where  they  had  nut  entotod  as  fm  enemy,  but  been  re- 
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cdved  as  an  allf  ;  where  it  was  well  known  that  the  majority  of 
die  people  were  their  friends  ;  where  they  would  receive  fubftantiai 
co-operation,  and  tndead  of  having  to  retain  the  country  as  a  con«> 
queft  which  it  was  ncceffdry  to  guard.    When  he  came  to  examine 
the  other  arguments,  he  found  only  attempts  to  excite  their  Lord- 
Alps*  paflions.    He  liad  heard  their  feelings  played  upon,  by  telling 
them  that  they  were  embarked  in  the  caufc  of  humanity  and  of  God* 
When  we  iirft  embarked  in  the  war,  it  might  perhaps  have  been 
thought  the  caufe  of  humanity,  although  he  had  never  confidered 
ic  in  that  light.     It  might  have  been  imagined  that  we  undertook 
it  to  fave  the  life  of  an  unfortunate,  but  much  to  be  lamented  Mo- 
n.irch.      Soon,  however,  were  we  undeceived,  and  great  reafon  had 
we  to  fear  that  the  mode  of  our  interference  accelerated  the  cruel 
event  we  deplored.— But  it  was  new  called  a  war  in  the  caufe  of 
humanity  ;  Miniilers  had  declared  what  had  been  the  confequences 
of  our  hofliHry.     It  had  produced,  they  faid,  the  fyf^n  of  terror^ 
at  which  they  railed,  and  judly  railed.     It  had  produced  the  de- 
preciation of  afitgnats,  and  that  was  followed  up  by  the  fyftem  of 
fcar,  with  all  it  horrid  train  of  imprifonmcnt,  rapine,  infurreftion,. 
murder,  and  miflacrc.     T'hey  muft  then  admit,  that  their  policy 
had  aggravated  the  evils  they  took  up  arms  to  prevent ;  that  it  had 
fpread  fcar,  opproflion,  and  blood  over  the  furface  of  France,     If- 
thcir  fyftem  of  war  had  produced  all  thefe  confequences,  let  them* 
not  boaft  of  it ;  let  it  no  more  be  called  a  war  of  humanity.    Was* 
tlie  death  of  fifty  thouf^Tnd  Britifh  fubje£ts  who  had  fellen  in  the 
war,  of  hundreds  of  thoufands  of  innocent  foldiers  on  all  (ides,  for 
to  die  foldiers  could  not  be  imputed  the  guilt  of  the  leaders,  they 
dSeyed,  a^circumftance  favourable  to  the  caufe  of  humanlt)'  ?  Laft 
year  it  was  (aid  the  fyftem  of  terror  could  not  laft,  and  the  predic- 
txon  had  been  fulfilled.     I'his  year,  a  new  fet  of  men  were  in 
poiiefTion  of  the  French  Government,  a  new  Committee  of  Public 
Safety  aAing  on  nav  principles,  and  Minillers  then  faid  the  fyflem 
of  moderation  could  not  lail.    A  Committee  of  Government  receiv- 
ing fo  many  new  members  every  month  in  the  room  of  others  going 
out  by  rotation,  that  noen  might  not  be  tempted  to  commit  crimes 
ibm  the  hope  of  impunity  in  the  permanence  of  their  power,  was 
fomcthing  they  could  not  poflfibly  endure.    Here,  and  he  gave  them 
credit  for  it,  they  feemed  to  be  aAuated  by  fellow-feeling.     They 
could  not  but  look  upon  a  change  of  Minifters  as  a  thing  to  be  de- 
precated, as  an  evil  never  to  be  too  much  guarded  againft,  however 
incapable  or  mifchievous  thofe  Miniders  might  be.     It  was  agreed  • 
oa  ail  hands  that  the  pi%fent  (late  of  France  was  prefexable  to  that 
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lid  which  it  had  bcon  vtxj  lately.     Surely  this  was  a  circutnflafiee 
Ibr  humanity  to  rejoice  in.     But  what  was  the  language  of  our  hu- 
manity ?  We  faw  a  nation  emerging  from  guilt  and  blood,  its  rtders 
confefling,  in  fome  inAances  puniihing,  and  in  many  endeayouring 
to  repair  the  mifchiefs  they  had  done.   Should  we  bail  this  as  a  fii- 
yourable  omen  ?  Should  we  indulge  in  the  profpcS  of  reviving  reaibn 
and  returning  happinefs  ?  Should  we  endeavour  to  obviate  any  difB* 
culties  our  own  conduct  might  have  thrown  in  the  way  ?*-*«  No>'* 
faid  Minifiersy  **  you  ihall  not  reftore  order  and  jufiice,  but  by  our 
means ;  nodiing  ihall  fatisfy  us  but  carrying  war  to  your  frontiers, 
and  famine  to  the  interior.'*    By  this  courfe  we  (hall  nftver  conquey 
the  armies  or  die  opinions  of  Franc^ ;  but  we  might  perhaps  rcgc- 
iferate  the  fyAem  df  violence  and  blood.     Were  we  to  affume  tq 
ourfdves  the  talk  of  punifhing  the  French  nation  on  the  pretext  of 
Idieir  impiety,  which  had  fo  often  been  ignorantly  dwelt  upon  as  an 
ailment  for  the  war?  It  was  not  in  prefence  of  the  venerable 
Bench  (of  Bifliops)  oppofite,  that  he  would  fay  much  on  the  other 
part  of  this  topic ;  but  if  the  principles  in  which  his  youth  had 
been  inftruded  were  truCi  principles  which  he  had  ever  been  accus- 
tomed to  hold  facrcd,  it  was  not  for  ficeble  and  erring  man  to  affume 
the  offioe  of  difpenfing  the  vengeance  of  God,  and  wreft  the  thun-' 
derbolt  of  judice  from  the  arm  of  Omnipotence*     If  thefe  aigu- 
mcnts  had  failed  to  make  an  imprefTion  upon  their  Lordihips,  he 
was  convinced  it  muft  be  owing  to  his  feeble  manner  of  dating  them, 
and  not  to  any  defe£t  in  the  arguments  themfelves.    He  (houki  now 
add  a  few  trords  on  his  firft  proportion,  diat  to  adopt  his  rviotion 
ivould  tend  to  unite  all  the  people  of  this  country,  if  the  war  fhould 
continue,  and  to  produce  a  contrary  effeA  among  the  people  of 
France.    Durii^  the  domination  of  Roberfpierre,  it  was  often  urged, 
that  when  the  terror  of  his  defpotifm  was  removed,  the  people  would 
declare  themfelves  in  fiivour  of  Royalty-— >That  predid^ion,  like 
many  others,  had  failed.     Roberfpierre  was  gone— oppreiTion  had 
IK>  longer  fway,  and  the  fsivourers  of  Royalty  were  lefs  numerous 
than  ever.     During  the  defpoti6n  of  Roberfpierre,  there  were  con« 
ftant  infurrcdibns  quelled  only  by  ma(&cres.    Since  that  period  in- 
fune^lion  had  ceafed  with  the  (predion  that  provoked  it.     Even 
the  war  in  La  Vendee  was  almoft  extinguifhed,  and  that  not  fo 
much  by  force  as  by  conciliation.     When  we  took  pofTeflion  of 
Toulon,  and  talked  of  carrying  the  war  into  the  moft  dtfaffeded 
part  of  all  France,  when  we  reared  the  Randard  of  limited  monarchy, 
did  the  people  of  the  country  come  in  to  join  us  ?  Did  we  not  fcxin 
find  that  the  majority  even  of  the  inhabitants  oif  Toubn  itfelf,  were 
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agaanft  us-?  When  General  Wunnfer  penetrated  into  Alface,  did 
die  peofde  riie  to  join  hina  ?— A  fmall  party  negoctating  about  fur<» 
lendiQg  Straiburgh,  were  detected  and  punifhed.  Did  we  find 
Royalifts  or  friends  to  our  arms  under  any  denomination  in  Flan- 
ders ?  When  DamourieTy  the  moft  popular  General  the  Revolu- 
tionary army  had  then  known,  agreed  to  join  the  allies,  how  many 
followed  him  ?  A  iingle  re^ment.  Generals  had  been  removed^ 
accufcd,  and  executed  ;  every  thing,  as  far  as  related  to  their  more 
fiivourite  leaders,  had  been  done  by  the  Convention  to  diiguft  the 
armies ;  yet  in  no  in(hmce  had  they  abated  of  that  enthuflafm  for 
%hting  ^inft  the  common  enemy,  which  the  idea  that  their  coun« 
try  was  attacked  in  otder  to  be  conquered,  naturally  infpired« 
While  we  left  them  in  poiTeflion  of  the  fkme  motives  for  refinance, 
the  fame  lefiftance  they  would  continue  to  make.  Take  away  the 
nouve,  and  its  tSeSts  would  foon  fail.  It  could  not  be  denied 
that  the  war  was  lefs  popular  in  this  country  than  it  had  been,  no 
matter  to  what  extent ;  in  proportion  as  it  became  unpopular,  our 
exertions  muil  be  enfeebled.  There  were  many  who  had  never 
given  it  their  zealous  fupport.  It  was  not  by  the^Lords  or  Com- 
RKXis  refilling  the  fuppUes  that  vig(Mt>us  exertion  could  alone  be 
withheld.  This  they  could  not  do  but  at  too  great  a  rifk  to  the 
coun^,  even  fbr  a  war  of  which  they  difapproved.  But  although 
they  gave  Minifters  the  fupplics,  they  might  not  give  their  adive 
co-operation  ;  for  that  would  be  approving  of  the  war  in  its  prin- 
ciple, which  he  would  never  do,  for  then  he  Thould  be  implicated 
in  all  the  butchery,  and  devadadon,  and  (laughter,  to  which  it  had 
giiven  btrdi.  If  their  Lordihips  were  to  take  the  other  courfe,  and 
declare  that  they  fupported  the  war  not  for  changing  or  dilating 
forms  of  Government  for  France,  but  to  obtain  equitable  terms  of 
peace ;  and  the  French  people,  or  their  rulers,  obAinately  periift  in 
continuing  the  war,  what  feeling  would  a^uate  every  Engliflimany 
but  that  we  were  ei^ged  in  a  war  of  neceflfity ;  that  we  were  ^ht- 
ing  for  our  liberty,  for  our  exiftenoe ;  and  that  every  fact  iiice,  and 
every  exertion  mud  bp  made  ?  Inftead  of  going  on  with  mercena- 
ries who,  while  coldly  fighdng  on  our  fide  to-day,  we  know  might 
fight  agamft  us  to-morrow,  if  the  French  would  pay  a  better  price 
for  diem,  we  fhould  fight  our  own  battles  like  men  who  felt  the 
value  of  the  itake.  The  Britiih  troops  had  always  fought,  and  al- 
ways would  fight  bravely ;  but  in  this  oonteft  they  fought  not  with 
the  entfaufiafm  whish  the  love  of  liberty  infpires,  becaufe  they  knew 
that  for  liberty  they  were  not  fighting ;  they  knew  that  they  were 
^ighdi^  again^  the  liberty  of  another  people.     What  would  be  the 
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difference  if  the  French  were  to  attempt  to  conquer  us  ?  He  (houlcf 
be  (JoW,  perhaps,  that  they  meditated  the  attempt,  and  reminded 
6f  fpccches  in  the  Convention  to  that  effcft ;  of  their  threatening 
to  carry  the  war  from  the  banks  of  the  Scheldt  to  the  banks  of  the 
Thames,  and  annihilate  the  Britifli  Government.     Let  their  Lord- 
Ihips  call  to  mind  fpeeches  thcj'  had  heard  in  that  Houfe,  as  bitter 
and  as  extravagant,  and  then  they  would  perhaps  think  that  the 
former  were  meant  as  nothing  more  than  retaliations  for  the  latter. 
All  the  former  language  of  Vf  iniftcrs  held  out,  that  we  would  never 
treat  till  the  Jacobins  were  deftroycd.    l^hc  Jacobins  were  dcftroycd, 
and  ftill  we  would  not  treat. .  What  could  the  people  of  France  or 
England  infer  from  all  this ;  but  that  we  would  never  treat  till  we 
were  allowed  to  divf^atc.     The  noble  Secretary  of  State  liad  faid, 
fhat  he  would  not  refufe  to  treat  with  a  good  Republican  Govern- 
ment in  France;  but  how  were  the  French  to  difcover  what  he 
wouM  think  a  good  Republican  Government,  or  how  could  they 
form  fuch  a  Government  if  we  continued  to  prefs  them  by  war  ? 
They  themfclves  had  faid  that  they  would  poftpone  forming  the  im- 
|)ortant  parts  of  their  Government  till  peace.     Were  their  prcfcnt 
Revdurionarv  Government  to  be  deftroved,  thev  would  then  have 
none  \  would  we  treat  with  them  in  that  fituation  ?— As  the  w^r 
became  unpopular  at  home,  as  their  Lordrtitps  muft  fee  it  was  dally 
doin^,  our  energy  in  the  profecution  of  it  would  decline,  for  It  was 
not  the  money  of  a  countr}',  but  the  hands  and  hearts  of  a  people, 
tiiat  gave 'vigour  and  exertion.     No  man  was  energetic  in  a  war 
of  which  he  did  not  fee  the  probable  termination  ;  and  i*ho  could 
fee  the  termination  of  a  war,  continued  on  the  principle  of  raxing 
a  whole  nation  from  tlie  face  of  the  earth  ?    If  their  Lordftiips 
fliould  adopt  his  motion,  they  wouW  convince  the  people  that  the 
4»hjed  of  the  French  in  perfiffing  in  the  war  muft  be  to  conquer  us ; 
for  they  had  top  many  fueccfles  on  the  Continent  to  need  any  more 
for  tJicir  own  defence  ;  and  then  we  (hould  join  heart  and  hand  as 
tine  man,  we  fliould  be  animated  with  equal  enthuOafm,  we  fliould 
rife  in  a  mafs,  if  he  might  be  allowed  to  ufc  the  French  expreffion. 
Was  there  a  man  fo  cowardly  of  heart,  fo  daftardly  of  nature,  as 
not  then  to  incur  everj^  focrificc,  to  brave  every  danger  ?    For  hi» 
own  part,  he  \Vould  fooner  lofc  his  life  in  defending  his  own  liber- 
ty, than  in  attempting  to  take  away  the  liberty  of  another.     Among 
the  arguments  adduced  to  prove  the  bad  ftate  of  France,  was  the 
cxccffive  dearnefs  of  provifions,  in  confequcnce  of  the  depreciation 
of  affignats.     He  was  of  opinion,  that  the  depreciation  of  aiTignats 
fiSLS  not  fo  great  in  itfclf,  nor  by  any  means  fuch  an  incopv^piWP 
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to  the  French  Government,  as  Minifters  contended.  But  wcrf 
French  affignats  the  only  aflignats  depreciated  by  the  war  ?  Our  af- 
figsuts  were  not  the  notes  of  the  Bank  of  England,  but  our  Stocks^ 
and  thefe  had  fufFercd  a  depreciation  of  one-third.  Did  we  build 
our  profpefls  on  the  hope  of  a  famine  in  France?  God  avert  z 
famine  from  that  and  every  other  country  ;  and  tlicrc  was  too  much 
apprchenlion  of  fcarcity  at  home,  for  that  to  be  a  topic  ^iiich  it 
would  be  advifeable  to  urge  with  the  people  as  an  inducement  to 
fubmit  cheerfully  to  the  inevitable  fufferings  of  war.  Their  Lord- 
ihips  knew  of  a  refolution  entered  into  before  the  Lord  Mayor,  and 
which  had  afterwards  been  laid  before  the  MiniAers,  begging  that 
he  would  exert  himfelf  to  prevent  the  evils  apprehended  from  the 
quantity  of  com  in  the  country  not  being  equal  to  the  confumption 
till  harveft.  He  trufted  we  were  in  no  real  danger  of  want,  but 
ftat  very  reficdion  fhould  teach  us  not  to  exult  too  much  at  the 
profpedl  of  its  being  the  fate  of  others.  He  might  eafily  excite  their 
Lordfliips*  pafiipns,  by  rcprefenting  to  them  the  condition  of  the 
poor,  and  what  they  had  already  fufFcred  in  confequencc  of  the  war  j 
he  might  tcU  them  what  he  himfelf  had  witneflTed,  that  many  who 
before  were  able  to  obtain  a  comfortable  fubfiftence  by  employment 
from  the  manufafiurers,  were  not  now  able,  to  get  wherewithal  to 
buy  them  bread ;  but  he  fcomed  to  gain  their  aflent  to  any  propo- 
iidon  by  a^tating  their  feelings,  when  he  could  not  fuccced  by 
convincing  their  underfkndings.  He  would  not  appeal  to  tlieir 
paflions,  where  he  relied  upon  their  judice.  He  oncludcd  with 
moving  to  the  following  efFcdl :  "  That  the  exiftcnce  of  any 
particular  form  of  Government  in  France,  ought  not,  at  any  time, 
to  preclude  negociation,  wliich  might  procure  peace  with  France, 
confidently  with  the  intcreft^  the  honour,  and  the  dignity  of  this 
country/' 

Lord  GRENVILLE  paid  a  compliment  to  the  candid  and 
manly  manner  in  which  the  noble  Duke  had  introduced  his  motion, 
and  conduced  his  argument  in  fupport  of  it ;  yet,'  the  noble  Lord 
faid,  he  could  not  conKltently  with  his  duty  to  His  Majedy,  to  that 
Houfc,  or  to  his  country,  avoid  giving  his  fcntimcnts  in  dirc(St  op- 
pofition  to  thofe  of  the  noble  Duke.  He  could  not  by  any  means 
bring  himfelf  to  believe,  that  die  prefent  was  a  moment  proper  or 
convenient  for  this  countrjs  under  the  cxifting  circumftanccs,  to 
adopt  the  means  of  negociating,  or  forwarding  negpclation,  by  the 
mode  pointed  out  by  the  noble  Duke  in  the  prefent  motion.  What 
appeared  to  him  to  call  for  fome  explicit  declaration  in  tlie  prefent, 
mome/it,  was  the  mif-ftatcment  and  mifappvchcniions  wliivh  h.a4 
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taken  place  with  refpe6t  to  the  fcntimcnts  of  Minifters  relative  to 
the  war.    He  declared  that  it  had  never  been  his  opinion,  that  this 
country,  through  the  medium  of  her  Minifters  or  Execotive  Go* 
vemment^  Ihould  be  bound  or  tied  up  from  maki^  peace  with 
France  or  any  other  Government  with  which  it  wds  at  war,  merely 
on  account  of  the  particular  form  of  that  Government,  t>e  it  called 
Republican  or  any  other  name  whatever ;  but  ftill  he  contended^ 
diat  it  was  eflentially  neceflfary  for  thoTe  who  have  the  adminiftnition 
of  the  aflairs  of  any  Government  in  their  hands,  to  take  particular 
care,  that  in  all  the  meafures  they  purfued,  and  more  particularly 
in  a  cafe  of  fo  momentous  and  highly  important  a  nature,  as  that  of 
negociating  "a  peace  between  two  great  and  powerful  nations,  they 
fhould  never  for  a  iingle  moment  pernut  ta  efcape  their  H^t,  that 
moft  necef&ry  and  important  of  all  concerns— Security,    Minifters 
had  as  long  as  poffible  endeavoured  to  avoid  hoftilities,  and  had 
at  laft  only  undertaken  them  in  order  to  repel  an  unjuft  aggreflion 
on  the  part  of  France-    The  objeft  which  they  had  uniformly  pro- 
feflcd  to  feek  from  the  prefent  conteft  was  merely  that  which  ^^ 
had  now  ftated,  namely,  that  of  fecurity.     This  queftion  of  fecu- 
-  rity  was  intimately  conneftcd  with  the  confideration  of  the  (ituation 
of  the  country,  with  which  we  were  to  treat.     He  ftill  believed 
that  a  majority  of  the  people  of  France  were  more  inclined  to  Roy- 
alty tfian  to  any  other  form  of  Government,  and  in  that  view  it  had 
always  appeared  expedient  to  Minifters  to  hold  out  the  idea  of  en- 
couraging and  ftrengthening  the  party  in  the  interior  of  France, 
who  were  difpofed  to  aflift  in  reftoring  Monarchy.     The  re-cfta- 
bli(hment  of  Monarchy  in  France  had  always  been  held  out  in  the 
opinion  of  individuals,  and  the  public  declarations  of  Government, 
to  prefent  the  moft  effcdtual  means  of  war,  and  the  moft  probable 
hopes  of  peace.     What  indeed  had  been  the  origin  of  the  unjuft 
aggreftion  upon  this  country,  and  what  now  precluded  all  fecurity 
in  treating,  but  the  ftate  of  anarchy,  confufion,  and  diforder,  in 
which  France  was  involved  ;  and  which  could  only  be  remedied  by 
the  return  of  fome  ftable  form  of  Government.    But  though  a  Mo- 
narchy would  certainly  be  deemed  preferable,  he  defied  any  one  to 
produce  a  declaration  on  the  part  of  Minifters,  that  they  never 
would  treat  with  any  Government,  under  whatever  form,  that  was 
capable  of  maintaining  the  accuftomed  relations  'of  peace  and  amity 
with  other  countries.     As  to  the  queftion  upon  which  the  noble 
Duke  refted  fo  much,  whether  any  peace  was  ever  permanent  ?  and 
which  he  thought  itfelf  an  irrefiftible  argunient,  perhaps  he  (hould 
he  able  to  convince  him,  before  he  fat  down,  that  this  reliance  if^^ 
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not  fo  irrcfiftible  as  it  had  been  imagined.     Could  any  ihln  deny 
that  there  were  different  prcfumptions  of  permanence  ?  Were  die 
fccurities  of  all  equally  valid  ?  was  not  the  bond  of  one  man  prefer- 
able to  another  ?  Lord  Grenvillc  ftatcd,  that  in  one  fcnfe  he  had  no 
objcdtion  to  adopt  the  declaration  that  had  been  propofcd  by  the  lio- 
We  Duke.     He  had  no  objedlion  to  it  as  dating  a  general  qucftioii 
of  peace  and  war,  but  he  objected  to  it  as  a  fpecific  dcdaration  ap- 
plyii^  to  the  particular^     Who  could  poffibly  differ  from  the  pro- 
pofition»  that  peace  ought  to  be  fought  whenever .  it  could  be  had 
confiftently  with  the  honour  and  fecurity  of  the  country  ?    But  the? 
point  at  iffue  was,  whether  the  ftate  of  the  internal  Government 
formed  any  part  of  our  confidcration,  before  we  could  be  induced  to 
treat  with  any  rational  profpecl  of  fecurity.     The  affirmative  we 
muft  decidedly  admit,  unlefs  we  were  prepared  to  fay,  that  the  fe- ' 
curlty  in  treating,  depended  not  upon  the  charadlcrs  of  the  pcrfons 
with  whom  we  fliould  negociatc,  but  wholly  upon  the  terms  of  the 
treaty.     The  queftion  appeared  to  him  of  fo  much  importance,  thaft 
he  thought  it  efTcntial,  diftin<31y  to  ftatc  what  were  his  fcntiments 
on  the  fubjcdl.     The  refolution  of  the  noble  Duke,  was  merely  a 
general  abftradt  proprofitlon,  which  had  no  reference  to  the  circum- 
Ibnces  of  the  time,  and  upon  which  it  was  impoffible  to  a<3.     His 
Lordftiip  faid,  that  he  had  a  Refolution  in  his  hand,  which  he  in- 
tended to  move  by  way  of  amendment  to  that  offered  by  the  noble 
Duke,  and  which  he  then  begged  leave  to  read  to  the  Houfe.    Here 
his  Lordfhip  read  the  Refolution — 

"  Refolvcd,  That  under  the  prefent  cirdumftances,  this  Houfe 
^^  feels  itfelf  called  upon  to  declare  its  determination  firmly  and  flca« 
"  dily  to  fupport  His  Majefty  in  the  vigorous  profecution  of  the  pra- 
**  fent  juft  and  neceffaiy  war,  as  affording  at  this  time  the  only  rea- 
'*  fonable  expe(^tion  of  permanent  fecurity  and  peace  to  this  CQun- 
"  try ;  and  that  for  the  attainment  of  thefe  objcdls,  this  Hgufe  re- 
"  lies  with  equal  confidence  on  His  Majelty's  intention  to  employ 
**  vigoroufly  the  force  and  refources  of  the  country,  in  fupport  of  its 
'*  effcntial  intcrefts  ;  and  on  the  dcfire  uniformly  manifcftcd  by  His 
'*  Majcfty  to  effeft  a  pacification,  on  juft  and  honourable  grounds, 
"  with  any  Government  in  France,  under  whatever  form,  which 
"  fliall  appear  capable  of  msiintaining  tlie  accuftgrned  relations  of 
"  peace  and  amity  with  other  countries." 

TUs  refolution  be  avowed  to  be  the  fame  wluch  had  the  day  before 
been  moved  by  his  right  honourable  friend  in  the  other  Houfe.  He 
f^id,  he  thought  it  of  importance  to  ftatc  prccifely  the  fame  words, 
ia  order  to  prevent  any  mifconftruSion,  and  that  as  tlierc  was  an 
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exa£l  agreement  of  principle,  there  might  likewife  be  the  fame  co- 
incidence of  expreflion.     The  firft  point  to  wliich  he  adverted  was, 
how  far  France  might  be  difpofed  to  treat  with  this  country  ?-    Arul 
here  he  referred  to  all  the  fpeechcs  in  the  Convention,  to   all  th6 
declarations  of  their  Government,  and  to  all  the  changes  of  their 
parties,  which  boic,ene  unvarj'ing  afpcft  of  hoftility  to  this  country. 
What  i^the  language  there  on  that  fubje6t  ?    LrCt  us  make   peace 
with  that  power ;  but  to  concentrate  our  forces  for  the  deftruftion 
of  the  new  Carthage — let  amity  be  courted  with  others,   but  let 
England  be  annihilated.     There  was  a  Report  made  in  one  of  the 
Committees  of  Government,  that  the  Convention  are  determined  to 
profecute  the  war   againft  this  country  with  the  utnioft  vigour.— 
[Here  the  noble  Lord  adverted  to  the  Report.]— The  only  peace 
die  French  meant  to  cxpeft  was,  on  the  redudion  of  all  their  ene- 
mies, and  that  in  fuch  a  manner  as  that  they  would  never  be  abit 
to  lift  up  their  heads  againft  them ;  he  did  not  dwell  particularly  on 
this  papdr ;  there  were  many  others,  he  faid,  exprcfling  their  hoftile 
intentions  to  this  country ;  and  he  would  afk  their  Lordihips  whe- 
tfier  this,  the  moment  of  ill  fuccefs,  was  the  proper  time  to  treat 
%rith  them  ?  He  maintained  that  it  was  utterly  impoITible,  unlefs  in 
^  manner  mbft  injurious  to  the  deareft  intcrefts  of  this  country, 
which  he  was  fure  no  man  in  this  Houfe  would  wifli.     Still,  if  the 
terms  were  fuch  as  he  could  depend  on,  he -declared*  that  he  would 
not  fct  his  face  againft  them.     Biit  we  were  not  to  pafs  over  with- 
out confidering  by  whom*  the  prcfent  Government  of  France  wa* 
condu£led.     His  Lord(hip  now  faid,  he  came  to  what  was  called 
Modcratifm  i  what  then  does  the  noble  Duke  mean,  if  this  coun- 
try had  treated  with  any  one  of  the  parties  which  fucceflively  ruled 
France  ?     Docs  he  not  fee  that  their  fucceflfors  always  made  it  % 
point  to  change,  as  much  as  pofTible,  the  meafures  of  their  prede- 
ceffors,  and,  in  (hort,  to  overturn  every  thing  which  they  had  done  ? 
The  very  men  in  France  now  who  held  the  reins  of  Governmenii 
had  but  narrowly  cfcaped  fifom  the  guillotine  about  lix  months  aga 
The  Moderatifts,  he  remarked,  ftood  between  two  fets  of  advcrfa- 
ries  ;  the  firft,  thofe  who  wi(h  to  follow  up  the  fyftem  of  modera^ 
tion,  and  to  reftorc  the  reign  of  order,   jufticc,  and  religion;  tli^ 
others,  thofe  who  wifhed  to  recai  the  fanguinary  fyftem  of  terrori 
and  to  eftabfifti  their  own  authority  on  profcriptions,  confifcations, 
and  maftacre.    How  little  reliance  was  to  be  placed  on  the  ftability  of 
the  Republic,  might  appear  from  a  circumftance  which  he  had  re- 
ceived by  his  laft  accounts  from  Paris.     A  debate  had  taken  place  in 
the  Convendcm,  the  rcfult  of  which  wa^  to  fend  to  the  ReVoltti* 
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tnaiy  Tribunal,  in  order  afterwards  to  be  fcnt  to  the  guillotine,  si 
nan  tdu)  had  publi(hed  a  Dialogue,  ftating  a  dmubt  whether  the 
majority  of  the  people  of  France  were  mod  inclined  to  a  Monarchy 
or  a  Republic,  and  piopofing  that  the  queftion  might  be  fubmitted 
to  the  Primaty  Aflemblies  for  a  decifion.  How  then  could  it  be  afr 
firmed,  that  the  pec^le  of  France  were  unanimous  for  a  Republic^ 
when  the  point  was  called  in  queftion,  even  at  the  gate"^  of  tb^ 
Convendon,  and  thofe  who  dared  to  fuggeft  a  doubt  upon  the  fub- 
jed,  were  punifhed  with  death  ?  This,  the  noble  Lord  faid,  was 
a  fufEcicnt  proof  to  him,  that  the  prefent  rulers  were  equally  as  def- 
potic  and  as  fond  of  thofe  fccnes  of  mafTacre  and  bloodfhed  as  thofe 
who  had  gone  before  them,  and  that  they  were  very  near  as  far  from 
^lat  (bte  of  permanent  and  rational  Government,  as  all  thofe  with 
whom  His  Majefty's  Minlftcrs  had  hitherto  thought  that  it  would  be 
unwife  and  impolitic  to  treat*  That  the  iangulnary  parties  had  ' 
been  annihilated  who  could  think,  that  obfcrved  the  tedious  procefs 
and  long  fhrigglc  to  convidl  and  punifh  a  monder,  at  whofc  unpar 
rallcled  enormities  nature  fliuddcrcd — he  meant  Carrier. 

It  was  neccffary  alfo  for  him  to  allude  to  the  utter  contempt  with 
which  this  moderate  party  had  treated  religion.  A  writer  amon^ 
them,  who  had  juft  been  liberated  from  prifon,  he  would  not  name 
him,  had  thought  proper  .to  write  upon  the  religion  of  that  country. 
He  had  faid,  "  That  a  fcafon  of  calamity  more  particularly  led  mpn 
to  feck  the  confolations  of  religion,  and,  he  added,  that  of  all  coun- 
tries upon  the  globe,  France  was  that  moft  deeply  interefted  to  feck 
them."  I  cannot  avoid,  faid  his  Lordfhip,  adverting  alfo  to  a  mo- 
t'lon  of  Gregoire,  for  a  toleration  of  Chriftianity  in  France,  though 
I  forbear  to  (hock  you  with  a  repetition  of  the  fpeecJi  by  which  it 
was  anfwered,  or  the  'mention  of  the  fpeaker's  coniideration  in  the 
Government ;  fufficient  for  me  to  obferve,  it  was  got  rid  of  by  the 
order  of  the  day ;  and  the  Committees  were  ordered  to  prepare  im- 
mediately a  plan  of  their  Decadary  feafts,  a  fort  of  Pagan  celebra- 
tion, by  which  the  people  were  taught  to  difregard  all  the  ceremo- 
nials of  Chriftianity  ;  nay,  it  was  exprefsly  conditioned  with  inge- 
nious inhumanity,  that  no  more  Priefts  ihould  be  liberated  until 
Aefc  feftivals  were  adjufted. 

The  noble  Duke  had  treated  lightly  the  circumftance  which  had 
been  Rated  of  their  inability  to  carry  on  this  contcft  ;  but  he,  and 
every  one  who  would  take  the  trouble  of  reading  their  accounts,* 
would  find  it  clearly  ftated  by  Cambon,  in  his  report  from  the  Com- 
mittee of  Finance  ;  and  fo  differently  does  he  confidcr  the  deprecir 
atlon  of  their  afTignats,  that  he  poiitively  mentions  it  as  an  alarmii^g 
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giievancei  which  fomc  efficient  means  mud  be  immediately  adopted 
fo  remedy.  Affignats  had  fallen  fo  low,  that  now  for  every  i  ool. 
there  was  alofsbf  82I.  or  85I.  and  to  corrgborate  this  afl'ertion,  he 
referred  to  the  Report  of  Johannot  upon  the  finances  of  the  country. 
He  noticed,  after  that  Reporter,  the  enormous  deficit  of  their  com- 
merce, the  produce  of 'their  colonies  gone,  the  manufacture  of  Lyons 
ruined.  The  manufiflurcrs  who  had  once  been  fo  profitable  to 
the  State,  had  lately  earned  their  bread  as  labourers,  and  by  what 
fort  of  employment,  by  dcmolifhing,  in  conformity  to  the  decree  of 
the  Convention,  the  houfes  of  that  once  famous  and  opulent  city. 
His  Lordfliip  faid,  the  noble  Duke  who  brought  forward  the  pre- 
fent  motion  had  acknowledged  with  a  candour  and  manlinefs  which 
did  him  the  higheft  honour  **  that  he  would  be  as  far  as  any  man  in 
the  kingdom  from  fuing  for  peace  ;**  whereas  his  Lordfliip  contended 
that,  in  his  opinion,  for  this  country,  at  the  prcfcnt  moment,  to 
offer  terms  of  ncgociation,  would  be  little,  ftiort  of  doing  what  the 
noble  Duke  averred,  and  he  really  believed  he  would  not  do. 
Would  not,  his  Lordfliip  faid,  an  offer  of  peace  at  this  moment 
flrongly  fecm  to  indicate  that  our  finances  were  exhaufted,  and  that 
we  were  no  longer  able  to  bear  the  burden  of  the  war  ?  His  Lord- 
fliip was  clearly  of  opinion  that  it  would  ;  and-fo  far  from  that  be- 
ing the  cafe^  he  fpoke  with  the  higheft  and  bc'ft-foundcd  exultation, 
"when  he  aterrcd  that  our  rcfources  wcrq  in  a  ftate  very  far  prefer- 
able to  ihofe  of  the  French.  For,  whatever  might  be  faid  of  the 
reports  of  the  French  Convention,  by  people  in  this  country,  it  was 
cirtremely  evident,  from  the  words  of  dicir  own  Members,  that 
agriculture  was  at  a  ftand,  manufactures  no  more,  and  commerce 
ahnihilatcd  ;  this  his  Lordfliip  proved,  by  reading  words  to  that  cf- 
fefl,  fpoken  by  a  Member  of  the  Convention,  whofe  name  his  Lord- 
ship declined  to  mention.  The  noble  Lord  then  adverted  to  the 
report  of  Johannot,^  and  faid  that,  notwithftanding  this  report  held 
out  the  r,efources  of  the  French  to  amount  to  500,000,000!.  ftcr- 
lihg,  yet  their  immenfe  expenditure  had  been  fuch,  during  the  laft 
two  years,  as  to  keep  at  leaft  an  equal  pace  with  it  in  magnitude. 
But  it  had  been  faid,  that  the  effeft  of  the  prefent  fyftem  of  mode- 
ratifm,  had  been  to  throw  the  odium  of  all  the  former  cruelties 
upon  the  facftion  of  Robcrfpierre,  ancj  to  procure  to  the  exiftirig  Go- 
vernment the  aflPeflion  and  confidence  of  the  people.  But  in  what 
were  thejr  refources  ftated  to  confift  ?  In  the  immenfe  confifcations 
that  had  taken  place  during  the  prevalence  of  the  fyftem  of  terror— 
confifcations  not  drawn  from  the  Crown  lands,  the  church  lands, 
the  property  of  the  exiled  nobilitj'^,  but  frdm  thofe  who  had  re- 
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nuined  in  the  oountfyi  and.whofe  critic  U.was  to  be  puflcflcd  of 
wealdi.     The  heirs  of  thofe  pcrfons  had  applied  to  the  prcfent  rul- 
ers to  rcftorc  their  property  thus  cruelly  ancf  unjuftly  taken  ^  but  had 
been  peremptorily  rcfufed,  and  were  left  to  pine  in  poverty  and  dif- 
trcfs  amidft  thofc  ample  domains  of  which  their  fathers  had  once 
been  the  owners.     Could  thofc  pcrfons  be  fuppofed  to  be  attached 
to  die  prcfent  Government  ?  He  did  not  wifh  to  throw  any  unme- 
rited obloquy  on  the  new  fyfteni ;  the  truth  was,  that  it  was  much 
Icfs  violent  and  unjuft  than  that  which  it  liad  fucccedcd,  and  fo  far 
we  were  in  a  fituation  lefs  remote  from  that-  in  which  mc  might  be 
able  to  treat  with  a  rational  profpedl  of  fecurity.     Till  that  period 
arrived,  which  he  yet  conceived  to  be  far  diftant,  he  was  of  opinion 
that  a  vigorous  profecution  of  the  war,  was  preferable  to  any  attcn^pt 
to  negQciate.    The  moment  of  ill-fuccefs  was  not  that  in  which  wc 
ought  tofolicit  for  peace.     He  remarked  with  much  fatisfadlion  the 
animated  manner  in  which  the  noble  Duke  had  declared  that  he 
ihould    fupport  the  war,  if  France   (hould   demand  unreafonable 
terras.     Could  (he,  in  the  prcfent  moment,  be  expcdlcd  to  propofe 
any  terms,  which  an  Engliiliman  would  accept,  or  a  Member  of 
that  Houfc  adyife  to  be  adopted  ?  If  we  fhould  make  peace  from 
a  fcnfc  of  prcfent  preffure,  tlac  injury  muft  be  great,  and  the  indig- 
nity ftrong,  which  would  again  roufe  us  to  rcfentment.     But  could 
wc  make  peace  with  any  fenfe  of  confidence  or  feeling  of  fecurity  ? 
If  in  fuch  circumftances  we  ihould  treat,  we  (hould  experience  all 
the  difficulties  of  war,  and  enjoy  none  of  the  advantages  of  peace* 
Were  we  prepared  to  rifle  the  confequences  of  being  again  inundated 
by  French  miflionaries  and  French  principles  ?  From  the  whole  view 
of  the  fituation  of  both  countries,  he  thought  no  alternative  prefer- 
able to  that  of  a  vigorous  and  ftcady  profecution  of  the  war. 

As  to  that  charge  which  was  bi ought  againft  him  of  helium  Inters' 
nedonum,  he  deprecated  the  very  idea  of  it ;  but  furely  this  nation 
would  (land  in  the  mofi  humiliating  fituation,  if  we  had  confeiTed 
that  we  were  imablc  to  carry  on  the  war-— a  war  which  was  begun 
againft  the  liberty  and  conftitution  of  this  country.  But  with  re- 
fpcft  to  the  libcrt)"  of  France,  it  was  a  downright  fatire  on  liberty. 
Whenever  their  form  of  Government  was  in  fuch  a^  fituation  as  to 
afford  reafonable  ground  for  fecurity,  then,  and  not  till  thcn>  would 
he  ever  condcfcend  to  treat  with  them. 

His  Lordihip  declared,  that  he  mud  at  prcfent  fet  his  face  againft 
all  idea  of  ncgociation  for  peace,  becaufe  he  thought  there  was  no 
power  exifting  in  France  which  could,  by  any  means,  promife  to 
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infuie  tis  that  ttanquillity  and  fccurity  fo  cffcntial  to  the  intcrcfts  and 
happtncfs  of  the  country ;  for,  notwithftanding  he  believed  that  the 
great  body  of  the  people  of  Great  Britain  were  fo  attached  to  the 
conftitution,  that  they  would  not  eafily  be  induced  or  prevailed  upon 
ID  fubmit  or  deftroy  it,  yet  there  certainly  were  confiderable  numbers 
who  were  not  fo  friendly  to  it  as  they  ought  to  be,  and  ntight  be 
wtflied  ;  and  as  flic  prefcnt  French  rulers  had  fo  frequently  faid  of 
late,  that  the  modem  Carthage,  alluding  to  tliis  country,  muft  be 
deftroyed,  he  would  never  think  it  fafc  to  negociatc,  till  there  was 
a  gpvcrning  power  in  France  on  which  fome  reliance  could  he  had 
of  obtaining  the  fecurity  for  permanent  peace,  amity,  and  recipixxral 
national  advantages.     . 

His  Lordfhip  concluded  with  moving  the  refdution  which  he  had 
intimated  in  the  early  part  of  his  fpeech,  and  with  dcfiring  certain 
paifages  from  the  Speeches  and  Declarations  of  His  Majefty  to  be 
icad  by  the  clerk. 

[We  have  thought  it  Icfs  ncceffary  to  enter  into  the  detail  of  his 
Lord(hip's  fpeech  on  this  occafion,  as  precifcly  the  fame  fo<Sls  and 
documents  will  be  found  to  occur  in  the  fpeech  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  the  preceding  day  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons  j  which 
fee  in  its  place.] 

The  Duke  of  NORFOLK  rcquefted  the  attention  of  the 
Houfe  whilft  he  made  a  few  obfervations.  There  were  now  before 
their  Lordfhips  not  one  motion,  and,  as  had  been  faid,  an  amend- 
ment to  that  motion,  but  in  realit}'  two  diftindl  fpecific  motions. 
His  Grace  obfervcd,  that  when  he  came  to  the  Houfe,  he  expe6tcd 
to  have  heard  only  one  motion  debated,  he  meant  that  brought 
forward  by  the  noble  Duke,  and  he  expcftcd  alfo  that  it  would 
have  been  fairly  met,  candidly  argued,  and  finaly  difpofcd  of,  either 
by  a  fair  adoption  or  rejc6tion,  or  elfe  by  the  ufual  mode  of  the 
pr(^vious  quellion.  The  motion  thus  brought  forward  by  the  noble 
Duke,  his  Grace  faid,  he  believed  was  only  intended  to  do  away 
that  bar  which  feemed  to  be  laid  in  the  way  of  peace  by  a  certain 
|ttrt  of  the  fpeech  delivered  by  His  Majcfly  t6  both  Houfcs  of  Par* 
Tiament,  on  the  firft  day  of  the  prefcnt  feflion,  which  conveyed  an 
idea  that  no  peace  could  be  entered  into  with  the  prefent  Govern- 
ment of  France.  If  this  motion  of  the  noble  Duke  was  to  pafs, 
his  Grace  faid/  that  a  very  weighty  impediment  to  a  negociation  for 
peace  would  be  thus  removed  ;  and  as  the  amendment,  as  it  is 
termed,  in  his  opinion,  was  a  very  uncandid  way  of  fubftituting 
another  motion  by  way  of  getting  rid  of  the  firft  by  a  fide  wind, 
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and  in  fi>ine  meafu&e  to  preclude  any  matter  of  that  iinportance  from 
<oming  from  any  other  quarter  than  Minifters  themfelves ;  his  Grace, 
(aid,  he  (hould  certainly  give  his  moft  ftrenuous  fupport  t9  the 
original  modoni  and  at  the  iame  time  beg  leave  to  animadvert  on 
fome  of  the  aiguments  of  the  noble  Lord  who  oppofed  it.— -The 
namrc  of  the  amendment  was  that  of  faying,  that  we  (hall  treat 
with  France  when  we  (hould  be  fatisfied  that  the  Government  was 
fuch  as  could  give  us  fecurity  for  a  fafe  and  honourable  peace.  Now 
tiib  appeared  to  him  to  be  a  very  dangerous  propofition,  and  a  very 
▼ague  one  tjo ;  for  at  whattimci  and  how  were  we  to  expre(sour 
fatisfafiion  with  the  Government  of  France,  and  confent  to  nego- 
tiate.    It  was  dangerouSi  becaufe  it  conveyed  it  to  be  the  opinion 
of  that  Houfcy  that  with  the  prefent  Government  of  France  we 
Ihould  not  negotiate,  and  might  tend  to  deluge  that  country  with 
bbod.     His  Grace  obfervcd,  that  the  noble  Lord  adduced  one 
inftance  of  the  prefent  rulers  of  France  having  (hewn  themfelves 
tncmies  to  liberty  by  decreeing,  *^  that  a  man  (hould  be  taken  be« 
fcre  AeRevolutionaiyTribunal  for  having  publi(hed  a  pamplet,  hf 
way  of  dialogue,  in  which  he  had  aikcd  the  queftion,  whetlier  « 
predile&ion  for  Monarchy  was  not  prevalent  among  the  Frencfar 
people,  and  dclired  the  primary  a(remblies  might  be  called  for  the 
parpofe  of  determining  the  queftion."     But,  how  did  the  noble 
Lord  prove  this  i     Surely  not  by  the  fadl  itfelf  ;  for,  fuppo(ing 
that  in  the  year  1745  any  perfon  in  London  had  publi(hed  a  pam* 
phlet  in  which  he  had  aflced,  whether  the  majority  of  the  people 
were  not  of  opinion  that  the  King  then  on  the  Throne  (hould  be 
fcnt  back  to  Hanover^  and  that  the  next  heir  of  the  Stuarts  (hould 
be  fet  in  his  place,  and  had  dclired  that  County  and  other  meetings 
(hould  be  called  to  determine  the   queftion.     His  Grace  zSked 
whether  in  this  country  fuch  a  perfon  would  not  have  been  called 
to  account  to  the  laws  of  this  country  by  being  tried  for  high  troa- 
(bn  ?  furcly  he  would.     Nay,  faid  his  Grace,  take  it  even  ia  the 
prefent  day,  and  fuppofe  a  perfon  (hould  publifh  a  book  by  way  of 
dialogue,  in  which  he  (hould  aflc,  if  the  majority  of  the  people  did 
not  think  that  Monarchy  and  ariftocracy  (hould  be  aboli(hed,  and  a 
Republic  like  that  in  France,  be  fubftituted  in  its  (lead  ?  would  the 
noble  Lord  tell  him,  that  he  was  an  enemy  to  his  country,  for 
dcfiring  this  man  to  be  made  amenable  to  his  country,  and  tried 
for  high  treafon  ?  furely  not.    The  book  was  not  before  the  Houfe, 
but  his  Grace  faid,  he  had  no  doubt,  that  if  it  was,  it  would  bt. 
foHnd  to  contain  a  confiderable  quantity  of  treafon  aguinft  the  pre- 
fent Government  in   France.     Such  arguments,  tlisrcfore,  were 
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totally  futile  and  unavailing,  and  ought  not  to  weigh  with  any  one. 

The  amendment  was  vague,  bccaufc  itftatednot  that  form  bf  Govern- 

mcnt  with  which  wc  fhould  negociate.     The  motion  as  originally 

propofed,  only  went  to  open  ,thc  way,  and  to  make  a  negociation 

poffible,  and  therefore  he  (hould  diffent  from  the  amendment,  and 

vote  for  the  original  motion.     His  Grace  then  took  a  fliort  view 

of  the  war,  and  cxpreflcd  himfelf  diffatisfied  with  many  parts  of 

the  adminiftration,  and  particularly  with  regard  to  Holland,  which, 

he  was  of  opinion,  we  had  loft  for  want  of  able  counfek  and  good 

policy.     An  idea  had  gone   forth,  and  was  generally  received, 

whether  true  or  falfc,  was  not  what  he  ihould  inquire  into  at  this 

moment,  that  wc  were  not  difpofed  to  make  peace  with  France  until 

her  ancient  defpotifm  was  rcftored.     Let  that  idea  be  done  away  at 

once,  and  fome  advantages  might  follow.     His  Grace  faid,  that 

in  his  opinion,  accoiding  to  die  prefcnt  fituation  of  this  country, 

a  negociation  for  peace  was  defireable  ;  and  as  the  motion  brought 

forth  this  evening  by  the  noble  Duke  tended  fc>  do  away  a  very  great 

and  important  bar  to  fuch  negociation,  the  original  motion  made  fay 

the  noble  Duke  ihould  have  his  hearty  fupport. 

The  Earl  of  DARNLEY  differed  in  opinion  with  both  the 
noble  Dukes,  and  fupported  the  amendment.  His  Lordfliip  6b- 
ferved,  that  it  was  unneccffary  for  him  to  enter  fo  much  into  the 
detail  of  the  cxifting  circumftances  which  operated  fo  ftrongly  a^nft 
the  motion  brought  forward  by  the  noble  Duke  as  the  noble  Secre- 
tary of  State  (Lord  Grenville)  had  done,  and  therefore  he  would 
not  take  up  the  time  of  their  Lordflaips  by  fo  doing.  The  noble 
Lord  faid  he  could  fet  afide  and  overturn  all  die  arguments  urged  in 
favour  of  the  original  motion  by  afking  two  queftions,  to  neither  of 
whicli,  he  believed,  any  anfwcr  could  be  given.  Thefe  queftions 
were — firft.  With  whom  fhall  we  treat  ?  and,  if  that  was  anfwered 
jn  the  affirmative,  the  next  was.  Will  they  treat  widi  you  ?  His 
Lordfhip  did  not  believe  a  direft  anfwer  could  be  given  to  cither  of 
thcfe  queftions.  Miniftcrs  were  ready  to  negotiate  with  any  Go- 
vernment in  France,  capable  of  affording  the  neceflfary  relations  of 
fccurity  and  amity :  that  thing  called  Government  in  France,  is 
not  fo,  but  a  mixture,  he  obferved,  of  tyranny  and  anarchy. 
Will  Engliftimen,  faid  he,  ftretch  their  defencelefs  hands  to  thofo 
that  exprcfsly  declare,  that  their  objcdt  is  the  fubverfion  of  this  Go- 
vernment ? — Does  not  tlic  preflurc  of  events,  and  rigor  of  the  fea^ 
fons,  faid  he,  clear  die  Miniftr)'  from  the  blame  of  mifmanagcmcnt 
in  the  conduft  pf  the  war  ?  He  concluded  by  voting  for  the 
amendment. 
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The  BISHOP  of  LLANDAFF  faid,  I  fcldom  trouble  your. 
Lordihips,  and  I  never  do  it  without  apprehenfion.  I  am  fearful; 
left  the  public  opinions  of  fo  retired  and  unconnedled  an  individual 
as  myfelf,  fliould  be  thought  unworthy  the  attention  of  the  Houfe  ; 
and  I  am  fearful  alfo,  left  any  interference  in  politics  {hould,  by 
fomcy  be  conftrued  into  a  ftepping  out  beyond  the  line  of  my  pror 
fcflion.  OccaGons,  however,  of  great  national  importance  will 
fomctimcs  occur ;  on  thcfc  I  (hall  always  think  it  my  duty  to  come 
forward  ;  and  I  confidcr  the  prefent  as  one  of  them  :  I  confider  the 
jundion  of  the  marine  of  Holland  to  that  of  France,  as  a  danger  of 
the  greateft  magnitude.  ^' 

We  are  unfortunately,  my  Lords,  engaged  in  a  war,  which  has 
frequently,  and  with  great  confidence,  been  called  a  juft«  and  ne- 
cef&ry  war  ;  it  is  called  fo  by  the  noble  Secretary  in  the  amend- 
ment which  he  has  this  day  made  to  the  motion  of  the  noble  Duke* 
Men  will  differ  greatly  in  their  notions  of  the  juftice  of  war,  accord- 
ing to  the  different  views  of  the  extent  of  moral  and  religious  obli- 
gation.    For  my  part,  I  confider  the  juflifiable  occafions  of  going 
to  war  to  be  few,  very  few,  indeed.      I  admit  that  war  is  not  ab- 
folutcly  forbidden  by  the  letter  of  the  Chriftian  religion  \  but  I  am 
perfuaded,  that  when  the  fpirit  of  Chriftianity  fhall  exert  its  proper 
influence  over  the  minds  of  individuals,  and  efpecially  over  the  minds- 
of  public  men,  in  their  public  capacities  ;  over  the  minds  of  men 
corilituting  the  Councils  of  Princes,  from  ^hence  are  the  ifTues  of 
peace  and  war ;  when  this  happy  period  fhali  arrive,  war  will  ceafe 
throughout  the  whole  Chriftian  world.     And  of  this,  my  Lords,  I 
am  confident,  that  no  war  can  be  juftified  on  any  principle,  either 
of  revealed  or  of  natural  religion,  till  indemnity  for  paft  injury,  and 
fccurity  againft  future  aggrcffion,  have  been  demanded  and  refufed  ; 
till  every -means  of .  acxx)mmodation  have  been  tried — tried  with  a 
fincere  difpofition  for  prefcrving  peace,  and  tried  in  vain.    Whether 
this  principle  was  or  was  not  properly  attended  to  in  the  beginning 
of  our  differences  with  France,  is  better  known  to  the  King's  Mi- 
niftcrs  than  to  me.     I  am  happy  to  hear  from  the  noble  Secretary 
that  it  was.     I  have  no  wi(h  to  impeach  any  man's  charaiSer  ;  but 
I  am  not  fo  ignorant  of  the  Law  of  Nations,  as  not  to  know,  that 
on  die  proper  or  improper  attention  which  was  paid  to  this  principle, 
depends  the  juftice  or  injuftice  of  the  war. 

I  perceive,  my  Lords,  that  if  I  was  fully  to  ftate  to  your  Lord- 
fliipsall  my  fcruples  concerning  the  juftice  and  concerning  the  nc- 
ccffity  of  the  war — for  they  are  diftind  qUeftions,  fince  a  war  may 
be  juft  without  being  neceffar)^,  though  it  cannot  be  neceflfary  with- 
out being  juft — I  fliould  trefpafs  more  than  I  ought  to  do  on  the 
Vol.  XLIL  L 
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patience  of  the  Houfe,  efpecially  as  your  Lordlhips  have  lor^  ago 
come  to  a  determination  on  the  queition.  To  that  determination  I 
bow  with  rc^(S,  and  quit  the  fubjeA.  I  may  be  fufFercd,  how- 
ever, to  remark,  that,  in  my  opinion,  Great  Britain,  after  the  un- 
fuccefsful  efforts  of  Pruflia  and  Auftria  in  the  firft  campaign,  nay, 
at  any  period  before  wc  had  a£hially  broken  our  neutrality,  that 
Great  Britain  might  have  iiiterpofed  her  good  offices  between  tlic 
contending  parties,  with  great  propriety,  and  with  great  probability 
of  efTcft.  She  might  have  faid  to  France,  "  Your  fraternizing 
fyftem  muft  be  given  up  ;  it  diihirbs  the  tranquillity  of  the  world  ; 
it  breaks  afunder  the  bonds  of  all  civil  fociety  ;  your  ambition  mud 
be  redrained,  and  your  fchemes  of  aggrandizement  abandoned ; 
neither  Savoy,  nor  Brabant,  nor  Holland,  not  an  acre  of  territory, 
muft  you  poflefs,  beyond  what  you  poffeffed  during  the  Monarchy." 
This,  my  Lords,  we  in  faft  faid,  by  our  deeds  to  France ;  but 
there  we  ftoppcd  :  we  did  not  add,  as  we  ought  to  have  done- 
France  (hall  be  at  liberty  to  exercifc  the  facred  right  which  belongs 
to  her,  and  to  every  other  independent  State— the  right  of  deter- 
mining for  herfelf  the  form  of  Government  by  which  (he  (hall  be 
ruled.  Great  Britain  will  not  only  refped  this  right,  but  (he  will 
endeavour  to  prevail  on  other  nations  to  refpcft  it  alfo :  (he  will 
alfo  prevail  on  PrulTia  and  Auftria  to  withdraw  their  troops.  This, 
my  Lords,  would  have  been  a  conduft  worthy  the  magnanimity  of 
a  free  nation.  I  maybe  told,  that  had  the  attempt  been  made,  it 
would  not  have  fucceeded.  But  I  have  not  that  opinion  of  the  po- 
litical wifdom  of  any  individual,  to  believe  him  on  his  bare  a(rer- 
tion.  I  think  it  would,  and  for  this  reafon — it  would  have  been 
for  the  intercft  of  all  parties  to  have  acceded  to  fuch  an  honour- 
able mediation. 

With  rcfpeft  to  the  origin  of  the  war,  it-  is  faid  to  have  arifen 
from  a  concert  of  Princes,  confederated  to  difmcmber  France,  and 
to  annihilate  the  liberty  of  Europe.  Without  farther  proof  than 
has  yet  come  to  light,  I  cannot  believe  this  :  I  cannot,  at  leaft,  ad- 
mit fcr  a  moment,  that  the  King  of  Great  Britain  would,  either 
diredlly  or  indiredlly,  have  given  his  confent  to  fo  nefarious  a  pro- 
jeft  ;  nay,  I  will  do  the  Miniftcr  of  the  country  tlie  juftice  to  fay, 
that  I  believe  him  to  be  wholly  incapable  of  either  propofing  or  pa- 
tronizing fuch  a  fcheme. 

That  the  war  was  begun  by  the  Princes  of  the  Continent,  and 
entered  into  by  ourfelves,  with  a  view  of  flopping  the  propagation 
of  democratic  principles,  is  a  propofition  which  I  believe  to  be  true- 
There  may  have  been  fome  other  caufes  (to  fay  nothing  of  pretences) 
for  the  war ;  but  I  take  this  to  be  the  chief  j  nor  do  £  fee  any  dif- 
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honour  in  avowing  it.     Every  Government  has  within  itfclf  an  in- 
herent principle  of  felf-prefcrvation  :  from  this  principle  fprings  a 
right  of  rcfifting  every  attempt  which  evidently  tends  to  the  fubver- 
fi  jn  of  cftablifhed  Governments.     But  that  war  is  cither  the  only, 
or  the  beft  means  of  impeding  the  progrefs  of  democratic  principles, 
is  certainly  not  a  felf  evident  propoHtion ;  and  how  affured  foevcr 
fome  men  may  be  of  its  truth,  to  me  it  is  not  a  probable  one  ;  an 
unfuccefsful  war  is  more  likely  to  accelerate  than  to  impede  the  pro- 
grefs  of  democratic  principles,  and  a  fuccefsful  war  will  not  flop 
them.     The  hiftory  of  the  world  informs  us,  that  opinions  are  not 
fubdued  but  confirmed  by  perfecution  ;  they  are  feated  in  the  mind, 
and  the  mind  is  not  fufceptible  of  change  from  that  coarfe  inflrument 
of  Government — farce.     They  yield  to  lenity,  to  rejfon,  to  cxpe- 
ricncae ;  and  in  this  enlightened  ftate  of  Europe,  the  thrones  of  de» 
fpotic  Monarchs  will  be  better  protedled  by  a  feafonable  attention  to 
popular  requifition,  by  a  relaxation  of  the  reins  of  dcfpotlfm,  than 
by  all  die  (binding  armies  which  they  can  coUedl  around  them. 

But  let  the  Mintfters  ef  the  Continental  Powers  reafon  on  the 
fubjecl  as  they  thmk  fit,  the  Minifter  of  the  King  of  Great  Britain, 
or  any  other  honed  man  who  had  accefe  to  him,  might,  with  the 
greatcfl  truth  and  honour,  have  faid  to  him^  and  might  iUU  {zf  to 
him,  "  Sire,  your  Majefty's  fituation   is  efTentially  different  from 
that  of  the  Princes  of  Germany,  and  from  every  other  Monarch  in 
the  world ;  you,  and  you  alone,  reign  over  a  free  people ;  you 
reign  in  the  hearts  of  a  loyal  people,  by  your  perfonalr  virtues  ;  and 
you  reign  in  their  hearts,  by  a  flill  ftronger  title  to  their  regard.-— 
You  are  an  effential  conftituent  part  of  that  conftitution  which  they 
admire,  for  the  eftablifhmcnt  of  which  their  anceftors  (hed  their 
blood,  and  for  the  prefervation  of  which  they  are  ready  to  pour  out 
their  own.     There  may  be  a  difcontented  body  of  men,  but  the 
caufe  of  their  difcontent  may  be  removed  with  perfeft  fafcty  ;  there 
may  be  a  few  feditious  incendiaries  in  your  kingdom,  for  no  king- 
dom is  without  them  ;  but' they  are  too  inconiiderable  in  number^ 
property,  charadier,  and  connection,  to  aiibrd  any  reafonable  ground 
of  alarm.     The  weighty  arm  of  the  law  will  cruifh  the  diflurbers  of 
tlie  public  peace  ;  and  the  prodigious  majority  of  tHe  people,  who 
deteft  a  Republic,  will  abafh  the  propagators  of  opinions  fubyerlive 
of  thcconftitution."     I  know  not,  my  Lords,  that  the  Royal  mind 
was  ever  difturbcd  for  a  moment  with  pcrfonal  apprchenfions  ;  I 
hope  it  was  not ;  but  if  it  was,  I  think,  in  my  confcience,-  that  it 
might  have  been  tranqiiilixed  by  a  juft  rcprefcntation  of  the  fuperior 
fituarion  in  which  His  Majefty  {lands,  when  compared  with  that  of 
every  other   Monarch   in  the  world.     Arbitrary  Monarchs  may 
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tremble  at  the  fubvcrfion  of  tyranny — the  King  .of  Great  Britain 
has  nothing  to  fear  but  from  an  attempt,  which,  on  my  honour,  I 
believe  him  •perfeftly  incapable  of  making,  from  an  attempt  to  fub- 
vctt  the  liberty  of  his  people.  • 

What,  my  Lords,  is  our  Magna  Charta  and  the  Bill  of  Rights  ? 
-—Is  our  trial  by  jury,  which  no  conftitutional  man  will  vilify  even 
in  thought — is  the  Habeas  Corpus  acl,  which  no  conftitutional  man 
will  agree  to  fufpend  even  for  an  hour,   except  in  cafes  of  extreme 
ncceflity — is  the  integrity  of  our  Courts  of  Jufticc,  a  circumftance  un- 
paralleled in  the  annals  of  nations — is  the  equality  of  law,  which 
unites  in  fee  fame  bond  the  peafaiit  and  the  Peer — is  the  freedom  of 
the  prcfs — the  libt^rty  of  religion— the  provifion  for  the  poor — arc 
thefe,  and  innumerable  other  bleflings,  fo  little  known,  fo  ill  ap- 
preciated by  the  people  of  Great  Britain,  as  to  render  a  foreijrn  war 
ncceffary  fpr  the  prcfervation  of  that  conftitution  from  which  they 
are  derived  ?  No ;  I  do  not  believe  it ;  I  will  not  fay  it,  for  in  fay- 
ing it,  I  fliould  calumniate  th<i  chara<Slcr  of  an  enlightened  people. 
There  is  no  body  of  men,  ariftocratical  or  dcmocratical,  Churchmen 
or  Diffenters,  in  this  kingdom,  which  would  wifli  to  exchange  our 
Affixes  and  our  Seffions,  for  Revolutionary  Tribunals  ;  our  Houfes 
of  Parliament  for  Committees  of  Legiflature  and  General  Safety  ; 
our  beloved  Monarch  for  a  Roberfpierre  !  This  nation  has  enjoyed, 
for  near  a.  century,  much  profperity,  much  tranquillity,  much  civil, 
much  religious  liberty,  under  the  mild   and  equitable  Government 
of  the  Princes  of  the  Houfe  of  Brunfwick.     Who  but  a  madman 
would  wifli  to  rifque  the  exchange  of  thcfe  bleffings  for  he  knows 
not  what  ? — Would  wifti  to  exchange  this  illuftrious  Family  for  the 
•  upftart  progeny  of  fome  flagitious  demagogue  ?  Alarms  of  this  kind 
are  fit  fluff  to  conftitute  the  dreams  of  old  women  and  children  ;  they 
do  not  affedl  my  mind.     There  are  other  caufes  of  alarm,   lefs  ob- 
ferved,  but  more  portentous,  which  penetrate  my  heart.     If  any 
thing   has  Jhappened  in    the  courfe  of  this  century  which  has  lef- 
fened,  or  which  tends  to  Icffcn,  in  the  minds  of  the  people,  their 
ponfidence  in   the  Houfe  of  Commons,  as  uncorrupt  and  careful 
'    guardians  of  the  public  purfc — if  any  thing  has  happened  \whkh  has 
leffened,  or  which  tends  to  leffen,  in  the  minde  of  the  people,  their 
confidence  in  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  as  a  wife  and  independent  Arif- 
tocracy,  well  calculated  to  protect  the  conftitution  from  the  incroach- 
inents  of  Monarchy  on  the  one  hand,  and  of  Democracy  on  the 
other — if  any  thing  has  happened  which  has  leflened,  or  tends  to 
leflfen,  in  the  minds  of  perfons  of  all  ranks,  their  veneration  for 
religion-— religion,  my  Lords,  is  the  only  bafis  of  every  Govern- 
inci>t  i  for  you  may  a§  well  attempt  to  build  a  city  with'^ut  a  foun- 
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dation,  as  toprefervc  a  State  without  religion— 1f  any  thing  of  this 
kind  has  happened,  furely  it  becomes  the  Legifiliture  to  advert  to 
thcfe  things  fpcedily,   ferioufly  and  difpaffionatey.     I  know  there 
are  many  wife  men  who  look  upon  our  national  vi.es,  and  conftitu- 
tional  defcdsy  as  irremediable  evils,  which  will  ii  ^reafe,  till  fomc 
dreadful  cataftrophq  (hall  burft  the  impofthume,  ind  cleanfe  the 
corruptions  of  the  body  politic.     I  am  not  of  that  firibonding  opi- 
nbn ;  wc  arc  not  yet  arrived  at   that  ftate  ^^  |.|.-  ^'*.  profligacy 
which  the  Romans  had  reached,   when  theii^  hiftoh^  ticribee  li- 
berty and  public  probit)'  fuccumbing  under  ^x  corrupri%5,Qfluencc 
of  wealth  and  power  ;  it  cannot  yet  be  tri'      faid  of  us,  as  it  was 
of  them.  Ad  id  perventum  ejiy  at  nee  vitia  ttj£  rcmedia  pati  po[}4mus» 
The  wifdom  of  this  and  the  other  Houfc,  co-operating  wiij  the 
wifdom  of  the  King,  may  find  remedies  for  all  our  evils  ;  we  •re 
ftill  a  wealthy,  a  brave,  and  a  free  people ;  let  us  keep  our  wealth 
at  home  for  our  own  occafions  ;  let  us  exert  our  bravery  at  home  in 
our  defence  ;  and  let  us  be  watchful  of  our  own  liberties,  and  fin- 
cerely  willing  to  participate  our  freedom  with  every  nation  under 
Heaven, '  and  we  fliall  have  nothing  to  fear  from  all  the  Republics 
in  the  world. 

What  is  there  fo  enchanting  in  Republics,  that  wc  (hould  be 
apprehenfive  left  the  people  of  this  country  (hould  be  feduced  from 
their  attachment  to  the  conftitution,  by  contemplating  the  Republic  • 
of  France  !  In  its  prefent  ftate,  it  is  an  objedl  of  terror  and  abhor- 
rence to  every  man,  however  exalted,  however  abjedl  his  condition. 
In  the  prefent  ariftocratical  Republics  of  Europe,  every  one  who 
knows  any  thing  of  the  fubjcft,  knows  that  the  freedom  we  enjoy  is 
not  enjoyed  in  them.  In  the  dcmocratical  Republics  of  ancient 
times,  and  efpccially  that  of  Athens,  we  may  fee  fomcthing  like  a 
prototype  of  the  French  Republic  :  it  was  a  dreadful  tyranny  exer- 
cifed  by  peftilent  men,  through  the  inftrumentality  of  the  multitude, 
cxercifed  over  valour,  learning,  jufticc,  over  every  thing  that  wad 
great  and  excellent  among  mankind.  But  I  (hall  be  told,  that  the 
reprefentative  Republics  of  America  and  France  are  cfTentially  dif- 
ferent from  all  Republics  of  either  ancient  or  modem  times  ;  that 
they  are  machines  of  Government,  built  upon  a  new  conftruftion. 
Be  it  fo  ;  I  cannot  now  ftop  to  examine  either  their  excellencies  or 
defeds ;  it  is  enough  for  my  argument,  it  is  enough  for  the  people 
of  England  to  know,  that  they  are  new — tlieir  novelty  renders  them 
fufpicious  ;  when  thefe  machines  (hall  have  gone  on  for  a  century, 
as  well  as  their  moft  fanguine  admirers  can  expedl,  it  may  be  foon 
enough  then  for  our  ppfterity  to  examine  whether  the  people  enjoy 
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under  them  more  fc^id  blcflings  than  they  thcrafelvcs  will  thcn^  I 
truft,  enjoy  under  tic  prefcnt  conftitution  of  Great  Britain. 

My  Lords,  we  jire  all  agreed.-— I  do  not,  by  all,  mean  every 
individualln  the  k^igdom  ;.but  I  do  mean  all  the  individuals,  with- 
oat  exception,  ii\both  Houles  of  Parliament ;  and  a  vaft  majority 
of  the  people  out  of  Parliament  arc  agreed  in  tlic  purfuit  of  the  fame 
objed  ;  and  tha*  objcdt  is,— t!ic  [>refcrvation  of  the  Conftttution — 
I  give  equai'fuf^j^to  all  parties  on  this  head,  and  I  (hould  think 
myfelf  deftis  fKi^^^'dour  and  of  judice,  if  I  did  not.    .1  know, 
iny  Lord^lpi^'^^;^  or^ne^Hons,  (1  fpeak  not  of  the  leaders  of  both 
parties)  w^\^^^  L^bo'^^ds  of  moderation  in  their  judgments  of  each 
other.-rThc  adherents  '^f  Admlnifiration  endeavour  to  exhibit  the 
oppofe^  of  public  meafureS,  as  men  holVile.to  the  peace  and  tranquil- 
lity (>  the  country ;  as  men  of  Republican  principles ;  asiccret  fub- 
yAc'crsof  the  Conftitution. — The  adherents  of  oppofition  endeavour 
to  reprefent  the  Miniftcrs  of  tlie  Crown,  and  the  majorities  in  Par- 
liament,   as  men  deftitute  of  public  probity,  carelefs  of  the  public 
fefcty,  and  anxious  for  nothing  but  the  prefervation  of  their  places, 
and  the  accumulation  of  ridics  and  titles — This,  my  Lords,  is  noc 
a  time  ;  Indeed,  fhore  is  no  time  for  it ;  but  this  efpccially  is  not  a 
time  to  ftruggle  for  the  retention,  or  for  the  acquifition  of  power,  by 
calumny  and  mifreprefentation.     We  are  all  agreed  that  the  Confti- 
tution ought  to  be  prefervcd  ;  we  differ  as  to  the  means  of  prcferving 
it.     Some  are  of  opinion,  that  the  Republic  of  France  nruift,  at 
every  rifque,  be  deftroyed,  left  its  eftablifliment  (hould  be  followed  by 
the  fubverfion  of  every  Monarchy  in  Europe,  and  of  our  own  amongft 
the  reft.     Others  fee  no  probability  of  fuch  a  ponfequence  \  can  dif- 
cover  no  conne61ion  of  caufe  and  cffcd,  between  the  cftablilhment 
of  a  Republic  in  France,  and  the  fubverfion  of  the  fubiifting  Govern- 
ments in  other  countries,— iOn  the  contrary,  they  are  of  opinion, 
that  the  mifcries  which  the  French  have  hitherto  experienced,  and 
which,  if  left  to  themfelvcs,  they  probably  would  continue  to  ex- 
perience under  a  Republioaa  Government,  would,  in  a  few  years, 
make  them,  as  (imilar  evils  made  our  anccftors,  revert  to  fome  fpe- 
cies  of  Monarchy,  and  would  cfil^Hually  deter  every  other  peoplq 
from  following  their  example. 

It  would  be  an  indication  of  great  boldncfs  in  the  .moft  confum- 
matc  ftatefman  ;  it  would  be  arrogance  and  prefumption  in  me,  pe- 
remptorily to  determine  which  of  th^fc  two  opinions  was  moft  founded 
in  truth.  I  am  inclined,  after  confidcring  the  matter  with  perfect 
impartiality,  and  with  the  beft  ability  which  God  h^s  given  hk,  tQ 
adopt  the  .latter. 

I  find  fault  with  no  nun  for(Jiffcring  in  opinion  from  me  on  any 
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fubjccl ;  and  I  truft  thofe  noble  perfonagcs,  whofe  political  princi- 
ples I  have  been  through  life  accuftomcd  to  revere,  and  of  whofe 
political,  as  well  as  private,  probity,  I  entertain  the  higheft  opinioHp 
will  find  no  fault  with  me,  for  diSering  frnm  them  on  this  important 
occafion.  If  my  opinion  had  been  wavering,  I  would  have  fup- 
prcffcd  it ;— it  is  decided,  and  I  think  it  my  duty  to  declare  it. 
My  decided  judgment  is,  that  the  cilubliiliment  of  a  Republic  in 
France  will  not  endanger  the  Conftitution  of  Great  Britain  ;  and  I 
am  further  of  opinion,  that  a  perfcvcrancc  in  (hutting  the  door  of^ 
ncgociation,  in  profccuting  an  cxpenfive  war,  will  fhakc  the  flabilitf 
ot  the  Throne,  and  endanger  the  independence  of  the  nation. 

But  it  will  be  urged, — a  declaration  of  our  diipofition  for  peace 
will  be  a  degrading  -^nd  an  humiliating  nicnfure.  I  look  upon  it  in 
another  light.  I  confider  it  as  a  cliriRian  eitort  of  an  humane  people 
to  put  a  ftop  to  the  cfFuficn  of  humjin  blood  ? — but  it  v^rill  be  a  fruit- 
lefs  overture  ; — no  man  cin  tell  what  fruit  it  will  produce ; — it  may 
net  produce  peace,  but  i:  will  be  actcndcd  by  two  ccnfequences, 
cither  of  which  is  of  fuScicnt  imporcance  to  Induce  us  to  make  the. 
trial ; — it  Nirill  diminifli  animofity  abroad,  and  it  will  IcfTcn  difcon- 
tcnt  at  home. 

The  French  are  animated  to  madnefs  again (l  this  nation,  t  in- 
quire not  into  the  caufe ;  the  fa^l  is  certain :  but  when  they  hear 
that  we  arc  ready  to  treat  with  them,  they  will  know  that  the  cala- 
mities which  they  fufFer  are  not  of  our  creating;  and  if  the  overture 
is  rejected,  the  people  of  Great  Britain  will  know,  that  the  burdens 
which  they  fulbin  are  unavoidable.  But  there  will  be  a  want  of 
firmncfs  in  changing  our  fyllem — A  perfeveranec,  my  Lords,  in 
mcafurcs  driginally  wrong,  is  not  m  igjianimity,  but  obftinacy;  — 
a  pcrfcvcrance  in  meafurcs  originally  rij^ht,  but  which  circumftances 
have  rendered,  probably,  unattainable,  is  not  a  mark  of  wifdom, 
but  of  folly. — It  was  a  miflaken  idea  of  the  dignity  of  firmncfs  which 
loft  America  to  this  country; — it  was  the  fame  miftaken  idea  of  the 
dignity  of  firmncfs,  in  not  attendliig  to  the  juft  complaints  of  the 
people,  which  has  broken  the  golden  pillars  of  the  Church,  and  tum- 
bled into  ruins  the  Throne  of  France.  Let  us  grow  wife  from  our 
OHTi  experience,  and  from  obfcrying  the  misfortunes  of  others. 

But  (hall  we  fufFer  the  bloody  tyrants  of  the  Conver.tion,  and 
thcir.no  lefs  bloody  affociates  in  every  province,  town,  and  village 
of  France,  to  cfcape  unpunifhed  r  I  like  not  harfli  I  mgange  on  any 
occafion;  it  tends  only  to  widen  diiTcrences:  but  thofe  men  arc  not 
anfwcrabic  for  their  conducl  to  us ;  their  own  nation  are  their  judges ; 
nor  will  they  efcape  unpuniflied,  though  they  fall  not  by  the  axe  of 
the  executioner;  to  the  jullice  of  God  wc  commit  tlicm  ;  or  rather. 
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as  becomes  peccable  men  to  fay,  to  His  infinite  mercy  we  commend 
them  ;  may  he  grant  them  repentance,  and  forgive  the  enormity  of 
their  fin ! 

But  the  refources  of  France  are  exhaufted,  ours  arc  ftill  great, 
•  and  one  campaign  more  will  finifh  the  bufinefs  with  fuccefs. — All 
this  is  aflfertion,  M'ithout  proof ;  it  is  an  improbable  prophecy:  but 
admit  it  to  be  true  in  all  its  parts,  let  us  fee  what  will  follow ;  for 
it  is  a  main  part  of  deliberative  wifdom  to  refpcft  the  end  of  meafures. 
Suppofe,  then,  the  unfortunate  Louis  to  be  placed,  by  our  ef- 
forts, on  the  throne  of  his  anceftors,  furrounded  by  his  nobles  in 
the  plenitude  of  their  ancient  privileges  ;  the  baftile  rc-cre6led,  and 
the  people  of  France, — Heaven  avert  that  part  of  the  event !— once 
more  crouching  under  the  rod  of  defpotic  power,  what  advantage 
will  Great  Britain  derive  from  this  change  ?  The  King  of  France 
cannot  reftore  to  us  thoufands,  and  tens  of  thoufands,  of  gallant  men, 
who  have  periflied  in  the  conteft ;  nor  will  he  fend  us  a  colony  oi 
his  fubjeSs  to  replace  the  numbers  which  the  State  has  loft.^Will 
he  repay  into  the  Exchequer  of  Great  Britain  the  millions,  ?nd  tens 
of  millions,  which  have  been  expended,  or  tax  his  own  people,  in 
order  to  eafe  our  fliouldcrs  from  the  burdens  we  muft  fuftain  on  his 
account  ?-^No  ;  ^whatc/er  may  be  his  gratitude,  he  will  not  have 
the  ability  to  do  this.-^Will  he  give  up  his  Weft-India  iflands  to 
indemnify  us  for  our  lofles  ?  No  ;  he  will  not  rob  his  Crown  of  fo 
bright  a  jewel ;  his  people  will  not  fuffer  it ;  Spain  will  not  permit 
it ;  Holland,  if  ihe  is  allowed  a  voice,  will  exclaim  againft  it ;  all 
the  powers  of  Europe,  already  too  envious  of  our  profperity,  too 
jealous  of  our  greatncfs,  (I  verily  believe  we  have  not  one  cordial 
friend  in  Europe)  they  will  all  confpire  to  prevent  our  receiving  fuch 
an  additional  fource  of  naval  and  commercial  ftrength.      I  profefs 
I  do  not  fee  any  probability  of  our  ever  regaining  a  fingle  guinea  of 
what  we  have  fjpcnt,  though  the  re-eftablifliment  of  the  ancient  Mo- 
narchy, or  of  a  limited  Monarch,  (hould,  by  our  means,  be  efFeded 
to-morrow.     But,  I  may  be  told,  that  the  war  was  begun,  and  k 
continued,  not  fo  much  for  the  re-eftablifhment  of  the  French  Mo- 
narchy, as  for  the  fccurity  of  our  own. 

I  have  already  delivered  my  opinion  fo  explicitly  on  the  little 
connesSlion  there  is  between  the  cftablifliment  of  a  Republic  in 
France,  and  the  fubverfion  of  the  Englifh  Conftitution,  that  I  will 
not  dwell  on  this  point  any  longer. 

But  this  is  a  war  of  religion  againft  Atheifm  and  infidclit}'.— 
Gracious  God !  How  great  is  the  prefumption  of  us,  miferablc 
mortals !  The  Almighty  Creator  and  Confervator  of  the  Univerfc 
wantcth  not  the  arm  of  flcfti  to  fccurc  the  reality  of  his  exifiencci 
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or  die  honour  of  his  laws.  He  gave  a  commiflion  to  the  Ifraelites 
to  exterminate  the  Canaanites  for  their  wickcdnefs  and  idolatry  ; 
but  he  hath  given  none  to  us,  or  to  the  Princes  of  Europei  to  ex- 
terminate the  French  for  their  cruelty  and  infideli^.  V^ngeance^ 
as  a  noble  Duke  rightly  obferyed,  and  i^ith  a  fenfe  of  religion  which 
tdds  honour  to  his  rank,  vengeance  belongeth  not  to  man ;  or> 
in  the  words  of  Scripture,  "  Vengeance  is  mine,  I  will  repay," 

faith  the  Lord. 

« 

Allow  me,  my  Lords,  for  a  moment,  a  word  on  the  fubjeA  of 
French  infidelity ;  it  certainly  will  not  be  a  word  of  excufe  or  ex- 
tenuation ;  it  will  be  a  word  of  comfort  and  confolation  to  eveiy  fin- 
cere  believer  in  the  Gofpel  of  Jcfus  Chrift.  I  am  then,  my  Lords, 
iiill  of  hope,  full  of  expedtation,  grounded  on  fome  knowledge  of 
the  Scriptures,  that  this  abandonment  of  all  religion  in  France  will 
be  followed  in  due  time,  in  the  time  known  only  to  the  Ancient  of 
days,  by  the  eftablifhment  of  a  purer  fyftem  of  chriftianity  than  has 
ever  taken  place  in  that  country,  or  perhaps  in  any  other  country, 
lince  the  age  of  the  Apofiles.  Voltaire,  Roufleau,  Helvetius,  Di- 
derot, and  the  red  of  the  philofophers  in  France,  and  perhaps  I  may 
(ay,  many  in  our  own  country,  have  midaken  the  corruptions  of 
chriftiaiuty  for  chriftianity  itfelf,  and  in  fpurning  the  yoke  of  fuper- 
ftition,  have  overthrown  religion.  They  are  in  the  condition  of 
men  defcribed  by  Plutarch ;  diey  have  fled  from  fupcritition  ; 
have  leapt  over  religion,  and  funk  into  Athcifm.  They  will  be 
followed  by  future  Newtons  and  by  future  Lockes,  who  will  re- 
build, with  more  than  mortal  ftrength  and  beauty,  the  altars  which 
the  others  have  polluted  and  thrown  down  ;  for  they  will  found 
them  on  the  pure  and  unadorned  rock  of  Chridian  verity,  and  the 
attacks  of  infidels  (hall  no  more  prevail  againft  them. 

I  beg  pardon  for  this  digreflion,  (and  I  am  fure  I  (hall  be  for- 
given it  when  I  confider  the  attention  with  which  the  Houfo/  parti- 
cipating in  his  feelings,  lifiened  to  the  noble  Secretary  of  State,  when 
he  defcribed,  with  fo  much  truth,  the  prcfent  irreligion  of  France,) 
and  return  to  the  fubjed  of  debate.  My  opinion  is,  that  we  (hould 
make  the  mod  vigorous  preparations  for  war,  by  land  and  fea,  anj 
cfpedally  by  fea  ;  that  thefe  preparations  (hould  be  accon^panied  with 
a  realdifpofition  for  peace.  Thus  prepared,  and  thus  difpofed,  we 
may  boldly  ixf  to  France,  "  Peace  or  war ;  take  your  choice/* 
Let  not  our  enemies  triumph  at  this  declaration,  or  midake  our 
meaning.  We  wi(h  for  peace,  but  we  wi(h  for  it  on  their  account, 
on  the  account  of  general  humanity,  as  much  as  on  our  own.  We 
wifh  for  peace,  but  we  are  prepared  for  war ;  we  are  neither  dif- 
heartened  by  their  fuccefifcs,  nor  intimidated  by  their  menaces ;  our 
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refources  arc  not  cxhaufted,  our  courage  is  not  fubdued.  They 
build  much  upon  our  divifions ;  they  will  find  us  not  divided  in  re- 
fifting  them.  Would  to  God  that  my  vbicc  could  reach  the  Con- 
vention, when  I  fay,  that  the  people  is  with  the  Crown,  and  that 
the  Crown  is  with  the  people,  and  that  both  are  with  the  Conftitu- 
tion.  All  parties  are  united,  all  good  men  arc  combined,  to  do 
what  ?  To  fupport  the  Throne ;  what  elfe  ?  To  maintain  the 
ariftocracy.  What  clfc?  To  protedl  the  people  thcmfelves  from  the 
infidious  machinations  of  their  own  'demagogues,  from  the  bloody 
t)'ranny  of  French  fraternities. 

My  Lords,  I  have  done.  I  have  delivered  a  plain  and  honed 
opinion  ;  I  am  not  attached  to  any  party,  though  I  find  no  fault  with 
thofe  who  are.  Parties,  I  acknowledge,  may  be  formed,  main- 
tained, and  broken,  on  honourable  terms ;  but  I  know  not  how  it 
has  happened,  except  from  the  narrow  views  of  a  collegiate  life,  it 
has  never  fultcd  my  notions  of  public  probity  to  become  a  party  man. " 
I  beg  on  this  head  to  be  clearly  undcrftood ;  I  have  ito  wifh  to  fee 
the  prcfent  pilots  driven  from  the  helm ;  I  fimply  wilh  them  to 
change  their  courfc.  It  is  a  matter  of  perfect  indifference  to  me, 
Vifho  fteers  the  vefiel  of  the  State,  provided  it  is  ftcercd  with  abilit)% 
The  ftorm  with  which  it  is  threatened  is  new  in  kind,  and  unpa- 
ralleled in  degree :  hitherto  we  have  only  heard  its  whiftling  from 
afar :  it  may  foon  approach  our  coafts,  and  fcatter  tremendous  and 
undiftinguiihed  ruin  over  die  whole  land.  May  blefling  from  God, 
reward  from  the  King,  gratitude  from  the  country,  fall  upon  the 
head  of  that  man,  of  whatever  party  he  may  be,  who  (hall  condut5t 
us  into  port  with  fafety  and  widi  honour !  My  Lords,  I  have  tref- 
paflcd  too  long  on  your  time.  I  conclude  witli  giving  my  hearty 
concurrence  to  the  motion  of  the  noble  Duke. 

Lord  HAWKESBURY  juftified  the  conducl  of  Adminiftration 
in  the  whole  courfe  of  the  prefcnt  war.  There  was  no  power  in 
Europe  oppofed  to  France  at  this  moment,  againft  which  they  had 
not  committed,  in  the  firft  inftance,  an  aft  of  a^rcflfion,  and  againft 
England  moft  maniFeftly.  We  did  not  wifh  to  interfere  with  the 
government  of  France,  but  France  interfered  with  the  gorernmcnt 
of  England.  The  fubjeft  before  their  Lordfliips  refolved  itfelf  into 
two  queftions.  Firft,  Did  any  form  of  Government  whatever  pre- 
clude negociation,  fince  a  report  had  gone  abroad  that  this  country 
would  only  treat  with  a  Monarchy  in  France  ?  Secondly,  Was 
peace  at  this  time  attainable  ?  There  were  two  motions  before  the 
Houfe  ;  they  both  ftated  the  poffibility  of  our  ncgociating  with  a 
Republic  ;  but  the  one  faid  that  we  could  not  treat  with  a  Govern- 
ment from  which  we  could  hot  have  fecurity  for  an  honourable 
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peace,  which  was  that  of  the  amendment  moved  by  his  noble  friend, 
the  Secretary  of  State.  The  other,  moved  by  the  noble  Duke,  had 
no  fuch  qualification.  He  preferred  the  amendment  of  his  noble 
friend,  fincc,  however  dcfirable  peace  might  be,  a  vigorous  profe- 
cution  of  the  war  appeared  to  him,  in  the  prefent  moment,  the  bcft, 
if  not  the  only,  means  of  obtaining  it,  upon  honourable  and  fecur^ 
terms. 

The  Duke  of  ATHOL  voted  for  the  amendment,  as  it  preferv- 
ed  the  honour  of  the  BriiKh  nation,  and  left  full  room  for  ncgo- 
ciation. 

The  Marquis  of  LANSDOWN,  in  a  very  able  and  maftcriy 
fpccch,  declared  that  he  confidered  the  importance  of  the  prefent 
dangerous  ends  as  fo  great,  that  there  was  not  a  moment  to  lofe, 
c^erwifc  he  (hould  be  led  to  inquire  into  the  caufcs  of  the  lofs  of 
Holland,  a  lofs  for  which  this  country  was  very  little  prepared, 
and  which  was  a  very  different  thing  from  the  march  to  Paris,  as 
held  out  in  the  beginning  of  tlie  campaign.  He  wifhed  to  know 
what  had  become  of  the  fervices  we  had  a  right  to  expeft  from  the 
King  of  Pruffia,  arid  of  thofe  troops  we  had  fubfidized  by  treaty, 
and  for  which  this  country  had  already  paid  confiderable  fums 
of  money  ? 

That  he  had  certain  information  of  confidqrable.  fums  remitted 
to  the  Auflrians :  he  knew  where  it  was  paid,  and  by  whom  the 
bills  were  endorfcd,  without  any  communication  to  Parliament, 
a  foft  in  itfcif  incredible,  if  it  was  not  for  two  things— A/V  know-- 
ledge  of  the  fa£ly  and  his  experience  of  the  difrcgard  and  levity  with 
which  Parliament  had  been  repeatedly  treated  by  the  prefent  Mi- 
nifters.  We  had  heard  talk  of  35000  Auftrians;  if  money  had  been 
paid  for  them,  where  were  they  ?  Why  had  not  we  our  money 
worth  r 

If  the  money  we  had  fent  to  Pruffia  and  Auftria  had  been  fent 
to  Holland,  it  would  have  attached  the  Dutch  more  to  us,  and 
bve  enabled  them  to  have  fitted  out  their  navy ;  it  would  have 
ftrcngthened  the  hands  of  the  Prince  of  Orange,  who  would  have 
flicwn  to  the  country  the  good  fkill  and  friendftiip  of  England  as 

an  ally. 

And  furely  the  Dutch  deferved  all  our  attention,  for  never  was 
fo  much  confidence  placed  by  one  nation  in  another,  never  was 
fuch  implicit  obedience  to  all  the  defires  of  this  country,  never  fuch 
patience  under  all  they  fuflered  by  their  attachment  to  England. 
His  Lordlhip  then  read  the  following  letter  from  Lord  St.  Hellens 

to  Mr.  Hich  : 

Ma 
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HaguCy  zi  Odlober,  1794*  - 
SIR, 

Lord  GrenWUe  having  received  a  letter  from  you^  in  which  you  (late, 
that,  in  confequence  of  the  progrefs  lately  made  by  the  enemy  on  the 
frontier  of  this  Republic«  a  general  conflernation  had  taken  place  at  Am- 
flerdam,  Which  had  produced  a  conflderable  emtg  ration  of  the  inhabitants 
of  that  city,  and  thnt  it  might  therefore  be  expedient,  that  fome  adi- 
fiance  might  be  furniftied  by  Great  Briraiu  to  tuch  other  perfons  as 
might  be  difpofed  to  leave  that  place  with  their  eife^ts.  I  am  directed 
by  his  Lordfhip  to  inform  you,  that  His  Majcfty,  far  from  being  difr 
pofed  to  aflill  or  facilitate  any  fuch  emigration,  withes  to  check  and 
difcourage  it  as  much  as  poilible,  confidering  it  as  highly  prejudicial 
to  the  interef^s  of  the  Republic,  as  well  as  of  the  common  caufe. 

I  beg  leave  to  recommend  it  to  you  to  take  every  proper  opportunity 
of  making  known  thefe  fentimenta  of  His  Majeily,  and  particularly  tQ 
thofe  perfoni  whofe  condu^  they  may  be  likely  to  influence* 

I  am,  with  great  efteem  and  refpe£):, 

&c.  &c. 

(Signed)         St.  Hellens, 

The  Dutch,  and  even  the  Eiiglidi  fubjedls,  implored  for   pcr^ 
miflion  to  renmove  their  property  without  fuccefs :  now  that  the 
rivers  were  frozen  over,  they  are  infultcd  with  a  pcrmiflion  to  do 
what  is  known  Is  im{)o(rible  to  be  done.     This  was  aggravated  by 
the  conduct  of  the  Dutch  to  blind  their  natural  rival  1  l^he  modern 
Antwerp !     Not  a  cellar  in  Oftend   that  w*as  not   emptied-7-all 
rivallhip  was  forgot.     Whild  the  fame  permiflion  was  denied  by 
us  to  the  Dutch  under  all  the  circumflances  of  friendfliip  and  at- 
tachment.    At  any  other  time  he  would  propofe  to  the  Houfe  to 
inquire  into  fuch  unaccountable  conduct,  but  fo  great  was  the 
danger  in  his  opinion,  that  the  time  did  not  admit  of  it.     Holland 
was  now  loft,  and   if  their  Lordfhips  would  take  the  trouble   of 
weighing  the-  confequences  of  this  great  event,  firft  in  regard  to 
the   allies,   and   next  to  ourfelves,  he  was  perfuaded    there  was 
not  a  reafonable  man  of  common  forefight  who  would  not  be  afto^ 
niihed,  if  not  confounded,  at  the  magnitude  of  the  danger  impend- 
ing over  us  ;  Holland  is  loft,  not  like  Oftend  with  empty  cellars, 
but  with  their  magazines  and  ftore-houfes  full, — The  fhop  of  all 
Europe  I  the  depot  in  particular  of  all  warlike  ftores  !— -It  has  been 
the  opinion  of  the  wifeft  Dutchmen,  confirmed  by  the  wifeft  men 
of  other  nations,  that  whoever  pofleiTes  their  force  and  influence 
in  addition  to  their  own — well  governed,  muft  govern  the  world. 

The  fsice  of  the  map  fhews  the  great  rivers  by  which  the  allies 
were  fupplied  in  Germany  as  well  a&  the  Low  Countries,  notoriouily 
with  powder  all  the  laft  campaign ;  fince  which  the  French  have 
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bought  up  the  -whole  of  the  ^Itpetre  at  Copenhagen,  fo  that  none 
remains  in  private  hands.  The  Dutch  had  received  a  large  quan* 
tity  for  die  ufc  of  the  ftatc  :  the  French  bcin*5  in  poiTeflton  of  thefc 
rcfourcesy  can  carry  their  conquefts  >\4icrcver  they  pleafe;  the 
Auffaians  having  only  Trieftc  to  depend  upon :  add  to  this  the 
pnrfped  of  a  general  famine,  \^'hich  mud  afTed  the  Allies 
more  than  the  French,  who  remain  in  pofleflion  of  the 
countries  of  produce,  and  the  rivers  to  convey  it.  He^  faid  he 
did  not  know  how  we  fliould  convey  the  money  we  feemed  to  be 
fo  ready  to  get  rid  of,  which  was  the  only  article  that  can  be 
conveyed  with  any  degree  of  facility  :  it  muft  be  done  in  bullion, 
which  is  no  pleafant  circumftance.  We  (hall  have  to  fend  the  one 
fourth  of  allourfpecie  to  the  Emperor,  and  another  fourth  of  it  to  the 
Briiifh,  Hcilians,  and  Hanoverians ;  thus  draining  the  country  of 
half  the  current  fpeclp  of  the  kingdom.  Bills  of  exchange  will  be 
attended  with  difficulty,  if  not  impoflibility,  unlcfs  the  French  re- 
fpc6l  the  neutrality  of  Hambui^gh,  which  is  not  only  attached  to 
France,  in  preference,  but  French  principles  prevail  there  almoft 
univerfally.  If  this  will  not  do,  we  muft  go  a  great  way  about. 
Id  Lubec,  or  up  the  Oder  ;  and  as  no  one  can  doubt  the  pundu- 
ality  of  fbvereigns,  perhaps  we  may  fee  the  King  of  Pruffia  tranf- 
mitting  our  loan  to  the  Emperor,  like  another  Mr.  Hope,  who  has 
been,  to  his  great  credit  and  honour,  the  banker  of  all  the  world. 

As  to  ourfclves,  the  noble  Marquis  faid,  the  French  were  more 
on  a  level  with  us,  than  would  be  flattering  to  ftate  :  but  when  the 
fleet  of  Holland  was  to  be  added  to  that  of  France,  they  would  be- 
come formidable  indeed :  in  Holland  they  would  find  thoufands  of 
tianfport  veflTcls  appropriated  to  invafion,  whilft  the  fhips  of  war 
cut  off  all  our  communication  with  the  Baltic  and  the  North.  This 
would  oblige  us  to  have  at  leaft  twenty  (hips  of  the  line,  to  convoy 
oortrade  toandfrom  the  Baltic,  during  the  whole  fummer.Thofe  who 
were  in  Government  in  the  year  1782  knew  what  a  chapter  the 
North  Seas  were.  The  Dutch  have  another  fuperioritv  in  this  re- 
fpedl ;  they  have  their  ports,  and  places  of  retreat  and  fecurity  at 
hand  ;  ours  are  far,  difficult,  and  inconvenient.  We  muft  add  to 
diis  the  probability  of  Spain  joining  againft  us,  as  well  as  the  fkill 
and  alertnefs  of  the  French  in  fhip  building,  now  that  they  are  fup- 
plied  fufficiently  with  all  materials.  The  French  have  their  choice 
of  attack  ;  invulnerable  themfclves,  they  need  no  fyftem  of  defence, 
diCnqgardingas  they  do  their  iflands ;  whilft  we  have  to  proteft.  Peace 
once  reftored,  France  muft  refolvc  into  fome  Government ;  in  the 
mean  time,  whilft  we  (how  fo  much  difpofition  to  examine  into  the' 
diftrds  of  our  enemies,  and  to  a£t  upon  it,  he  recommended  it  to 
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their  Lordfliips  to  beftow  fomc  litde  time  upon  what  more  nearly 
concerned  thcm^  namely,  our  own  intcreft.  He  had  had  a  clergy- 
man with  him  that  vdry  morning,  who  was  an  acting  magiftrate  in 
tiic  Weft  of  England,  who  gave  fuch  an  alarming  account  of  the  (late 
of  the  poor,  that  he  could  not  help  defiring  him  to  put  it  on  paper, 
that  he  might  read  it  to  their  Lordfhips. 

He  then  read  as  follows: 

**  From  the  commencement  of  this  war,  drllrcfs  and  poverty,  in  the 
manufacturing  pait  of  the  Wed  of  England,  have  conftahtly  increafed, 
and,  (ince  harveil,  have  made  a  mod  alarming  progrcfs. 

**  In  the  clothing  towns,  weavers  have  been  rellridtcd  to  one  half  oF 
their  ufual  work ;  and  in  the  country  pariflies  women  and  children 
have  fcarccly  any  thing  to  do. 

"  The  rpmuing  of  wool  by  hand  has  failed  ;  hemp  and  cotton  have 
been  tried,  but,  for  want  of  a  marker,  are  abandoned. 

*'  With  all  the  villages,  with  which,  as  a  magiilrate,  I  am  acquainted, 
the  labouring  poor  have  no  malt  liquor,  nocheefe,  no  bacon,  being  con* 
fined  abfolutcly  to  bread  and  water.  This,  however,  is  not  the  word 
of  their  condition ;  for  their  bread  is  not  fullicient  for  their  families,  and 
they  are  unable  to  purchafe  either  clothes  or  fueL 

**  From  this  extremity  of  poverty,  their  fevers  are  all  putrid  ;  but  the 
infe^on  is  not  confined  to  villages. 

**  To  alleviate  this  diftrefs,  every  expedient  has  been  tried,  and  the 
poor  rates  are  rapidly  advancing  ;  yet,  were  the  magiftratcs  to  grant  that 
relief  which  the  diftrefs  requires,  the  farmers  would  be  ruined,  and  the 
diHrefs  would  be  increafed. 

^  Send,  fays  his  Lordfliip,  for  a  refident  clcigyman  from  each  coun- 
ty, and  they  will  tell  you  the  fame,  except,  perhaps,  to  fomc  local 
manufaiSlurers. 

When  Henry  the  Fourth  of  France  formed  his  plan  of  attacking 
the  Houfe  of  Auftria,  he  devoted  fifteen  years  in  preparing  alli- 
ances, arfenals,  (lores,  uniting  all  defcriptions  of  people,  and  regu- 
lating his  finances ;  fo  that  he  could  have  carried  on  the  war  for 
fix  years,  without  levying  a  tax. 

How  great  was  the  difference  of  our  fituation !  It  might  not 
be  prudent  to  enter  into  the  forte  and  the  foible  of  this  countr}',  but 
it  were  much  to  be  wifhed,  that  the  Privy  Council,  an  important  part  of 
thcinditution,  fallen  almoft  obfolete  as  aPoliticalCouncil,for  which  it 
'was  inftituted,  was  revived,  when  every  man  on  his  oath  was  bound  to 
give  his  bcft  counfel,  and  to  keep  the  King's  fccrets..  Let  the  King  hear  - 
all  his  counfellors — let  him  confiront  former  Minifters  with  his 
prefent,  which  would  put  their  difintereftednefs  to  the  teft  ! — tiCt 
4)im  hear  the  danger  himfelf,  his  country,  and  his  family  run. 

There  was  an  idea  which  had  fhuck  him,  which  he  did  not 
know  whether  he  did  not  tread  on  too  tender  ground  when  he  ven- 
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tared  to  mention  it ;  but,  tnifting  to  his  intention,  he  hoped  there 
was  no  quarter  in  which  it  could  be  miiinterpreted. 

Our  trade,  Eaft,  Weft,  North  and  South— -The  Baltic,  and  our 
NorthemCoafts  in  particular-^The  Channel-^Ireland— Canada- 
Newfoundland-— Halllfax — Weft  Indies,  both  Windward  and  to 
Leeward— The  Eaft  Indies— Not  to  mention  the  Mediterranean, 
and  the  great  kingdom  of  Q)r(ica,  which  will  hang  like  a  mill-ftone 
about  our  necks,  and  what  is  worfe  than  all,  a  revolutionary  govern- 
meru  to  combat. 

The  power  of  revolutionary  governments  the  Marquis  recom- 
mended moft  earneftly  to  their  Lordfhips!  cooleft  reflcdions,  as  in 
feft  it  was  the  groundwork  and  key  to  every  thing :  it  was  impofll- 
blc  to  compare  it  with  any  government,  as  it  was  as  much  fuperior, 
in  point  of  cnerg)^  to  a  diftator  or  a  defpot,  as  they  are  to  an  anar- 
chy. The  defpot  and  didlator  arc  rcftrained  by  laws,  or  the  rem- 
nants of  laws,  if  not  by  prejudices,  or  at  any  rate  by  perfonal  pru- 
dence—-Revolutionary  Governments  by  none;  regular  Governments, 
like  our  own,  proceed  by  example,  by  a  greater  or  leffcr  number  of 
h}'pocritical  taxes — Refources  in  r^ular  Governrtncnts  are  afcer- 
tainable ;  but  the  way  of  coming  at  them  makes  the  difficulty— 
In  Revolutionary  Governments  all  is  open  ;  the  fingle  word  requiji^ 
tion  renders  hypocrify  unncceflary,  fwceps  all  before  it — Property, 
produce— all  yields.  There  is  no  need  to  fludy  means  ;  no  com- 
parative calculation  can  be  made  as  to  finance,  widi  fuch  a  Go^ 
vcmmcnt ;  the  only  one,  if  it  could  be  got  at,  is  die  amoimt  of 
of  gold  and  filver,  which  they  have  to  purchafe  articles  of  the  firft  ne- 
ccflity  they  may  want  from  abroad  j  bullion  they  bought  up  early,  at  a  high 
price — never  ccafed  to  augment  their  fupply,  by  plunder  or  purchafe, 
cither  at  home  or  abroad,  with  laws  made  for  prohibiting  die  ex- 
portation, except  for  articles  of  the  firft  ncccffity :  this  has  been 
always  their  objcdt,  in  order  to  hn  beforehand  with  us. 

As  to  their  paper  money,  no  matter  how  much  they  fpend  i  they 
fpend  to-day,  and  take  it  back  to-morrow,  and  iffue  affignats  ad  tnfi^ 
mtum.  This  appears  burthenfome  and  horribly  grievous  to  indivi* 
duals ;  but  what  is  a  grievance  to  any  man,  who  does  not  feel  it, 
or  that  thinks  it  impofed  by  liimfelf  ?  In  a  political  view,  paper, 
as  long  as  you  depend  on  it,  for  die  interior  only,  can  never  fail. 

The  grand  and  only  objcdl  is  to  put  an  end  to  this  Revolutionary 
Government :  fo  far  we  are  all  agreed  ;  but  not  on  account  of  its 
bad  k)gic,  its  cruelty,  its  fluduations,  its  inefficiency,  .  but  its 
il^cimcy,  its  fupernatural  panu^r* 

Once  diilblved,  no  country  will,  to  guard  againft  a  Revolution, 
bijng  in  a  Revolutionary  Oovernment— How  then  accompUfti  an 
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tni  to  thit  Revolutionary  Govenimcnt  ?  Reafon  tells  you  a  war 
will  not  doit !  Fafts  tell  you  the  fame  thing!  For  inftancc — -Ame- 
rica !— the  pro^^s  of  this  war,  as  far  as  it  has  gone !— the  repeated 
declarations  of  the  Convention,  who  can  allcdgc  no  other  ground 
for  its  continuance !  Thefc  arc  undeniable  fedts,  which  prove 
that  the  Revolutionary  Government  is  diffolublc  alone  by  peace^ 
and  continued  by  war. 

There  was,  by  all  account,  a  very  lovely  perfon,  as  anxioufly 
and  univerfally  expe6ted  by  all  ranks  and  dcfcriptions,  as  any  per- 
fon ever  was,  fince  the  acceffion  of  the  Houfe  of  Hanover.  How- 
ever the  French  may  have  forfeited  their  ancient  chara<9cr  of  gal- 
lantry, he  could  iK)t  help  thinking  it  was  too  deeply  rooted  in  the 
French  charafter ;  befides  what  is  infeparable  from  brave  nicn« 
that  a  very  flight  word  finding  its  way  to  General  Pichegru,  in 
which  there  could  be  no  great  difficulty,  could  not  fait  to  thaw  a 
great  deal  of  that  ice,  which  had  for  fome  time  obftrufied  the  pro- 
grefs  of  the  expedtcd  blefling  to  this  country.  He  need  not  tell 
their  Lord(hips  what  great  events  took  their  rife  from  much  lefs 
caufes  ;  he  hi  mfelf  remembered  the  Negotiations  which  terminated 
in  the  peace  of  1 763  took  their  rife  from  a  much  lefs  circumftance, 
namely,  the  releafc  of  the  Comte  d'Eftaigne.  Their  Lordfliips  like- 
wife  knew  how  many  inftances  there  were,  from  the  mother  of 
Coriolanus,  down  to  the  inftance  lately  mentioned  in  the  newf- 
papers  of  the  fiftcr  of  Mr.  Charettc,  of  die  powers  of  the  female 
fex,  interpofing,  and  fcarcely  ever  failing  to  fucceed  where  they  did, 
of  compofing  the  moft  dreadful  feuds.  Under  what  happy  au- 
fpices  would  the  Royal  Pcrfonage  arrive  in  England,  captivadng 
the  two  greatcft  nations  in  the  world,  at  one  and  die  fame  mo- 
ment; converting  the  Ca  Ira's  and  the  Marfeillois  March  into 
Hymns  for  Peace,  and  landing  with  Cornucopias,  &c.  &c.  in  her 
hand.  But  whatever  their  Lordfliips  might  think  of  expedients, 
of  which  there  may  be  many,  he  wifhed  their  Lordfliips  not  to  let 
the  great  object  be  from  their  mind,  the  itnportancey  and,  in  truth, 
ihe  necejftty  of  peace,  if  an  honourable  one  can  be  had  ;  that  the 
tide,  he  was  afraid,  was  fet  in  againft  us  ;  and  he  was  much  mif- 
takcn,  if  every  month  that  it  was  deferred,  the  lefs  advantageous,  if 
not  the  lefs  honourable,  it  would  be  :  that  the  way  to  make  it  ho- 
nourable, was  to  make  it  fpeedy  ;  and  he  (hould  vote  for  the  ori- 
ginal motion,  in  preference  to  the  amendment,  for  this  plain  and 
Ample  reafon,  that  the  original  motion  tended  to  conciliate  the 
French,  as  the  amendment  tended  to  difgufl  them. 

Earl  SPENCER  followed  the  noble. Marquis  in  moft  of  his  ob- 
fervadons  on  the  ftate  of  die  country,  and  drew  a  different  conclu- 
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fion  as  (o  the  pident  fiate  of  the  lower  clafs  ;  he  did  not  agreeat 
all  with  the  piAure  which  had  hcen  drawn  of  our  lituation  in  gene- 
ral. His  JLordfliip  jufUfied  himfclf  for  Jiaving  taken  part  in  Ad- 
miniftration ;  he  obe)'ed  the  call  of  His  Majeftjr,  for  the  purpofe 
of  ferving  his  couptry.  He  lamented  that  the  noble  Marquis,  and 
every  perfon  with  whom  he  had  formerly  ad^ed  in  public  affairs,  did 
not  join  the  ftandard  of  Government  at  this  alarming  period  ;  for  he 
knew  their  abilities  might  be  highly  ferviceable  to  the  State  ;  but  if 
they  fliould  continue  to  rcfufe,  he  hoped  the  country  would  have 
energy  to  defend  itlclf  ;  for  his  part,  he  (hould  never  defert  yffbzt 
appeared  to  him  to  be  Its  true  intereft.  He  (hould  vote  for  the 
amendment. 

Lord  HAWKE  approved  of  the  amendment.  His  Lordlhip 
give  an  account  of  the  prefent  naval  (Irength  of  this  ccTUntry,  and 
faidy  he  truftcd  we  were  fufficiently  powerful  to  defeat  the  enemy. 
Healfo  took  a  view  of  the  Dutch  navy,  and  faid,  from  its  defodive 
flate,  the  French  would  have  very  little  reafon  to  boaft  the  acquis 
fition. 

The  Earl  of  HARDWICKE  fpoke  agalnft  the  modon ;  he  de- 
nied that  the  Situation  of  this  country  was  fuch  as  to  lead  us  to  rifk 
our  fecurity,  by  negociating  with  a  country  whofe  principles  ^'ere  fy 
hoilile  to  all  the  Governments  of  Europe.  A  vigorous  profecution 
of  the  war,  he  conceived,  to  be  the  only  means  of  obtaining  a  fafe 
3nd  honourable  peace.  His  Ix>rd(hip  commented  upon  His  Mar 
jefty's  fpeeches  and  declarations,  to  prove  that  no  original  interfe- 
rence had  been- intended,  with  xeffcSt  to  the  internal  affairs  of 
France ;  and  that  a  Government  would  not  have  been  rejeAed, 
whofe  afped  was  not  hoAile  to  that  ftate  of  amity  which  ought  rela- 
tivdy  to  fublift  amongft  the  feveral  States  of  Europe.  He  faid,  that 
nodnng  could  be  more  dclufivc  than  to  look  for  moderation  of  con- 
duel  or  fecurity  from  the  French.  Their  conduct  had  undergone 
no  charige.  He  had  received  fuch  accounts  from  the  Rhine  of  their 
pillage,  violences,  and  devadations^  as  were  fliocking  to  the  heart. 
His  Lordlhip  concluded  with  obfcrving,  that  the  Frer^h  had  thttat- 
cned  to  invade  this  country  ;  he  believed  they  might  make  the  at^ 
tempt,  but  he  ttufted  they  would  be  received  with  that  fpirit  which 
vould  induce  them  to  form  a  very  different  opinion  of  the  internal 
firength  and  refources  of  this  country,  than  that  which  had  induced 
them  to  undertake  fo  hazardous  an  enterprize. 

The  Maitiuis  of  ABERCORN  lamented  that  His  Majefty'*  ^ 
Minifters,  inftcad  of  meeting  the  queftion  of  the  noble  Duke  fairly, 
had  had  rccourfe  to  a  (huffling  mode  of  evading  the  difcuffion,  which 
vrzs  neidicr  dignified  to  Ihcmfclves,  nor  rcfpcdtful  to  the  Houfc. 

yo,,.XLlI^  N 
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It  was  as  dcfcftive  in  true  policy  as  it  was  unbecoming  in  men  cn- 
trufted  with  fuch  high'  lituations.  If  at  any  time  a  queftion  was 
propofed  in  Parliament,  either  of  an  abftraft  nature,  ^h"  of  a  precifc 
and  fpecific  qualit}',  which  was  either  improper  in  itfelf,  or  unfea- 
fonable,  there  were  monies  eftabliflied  by  the  rules  of  the  Houfe, . 
for  getting  rid  of  them  by  the  previous  queftion,  and  by  the  order 
of  the  day.  Inftead  of  thcfe,  the  Minifters  had  had  recourfe  to  the 
expedient  of  moving  a  number  of  other  words,  extremely  ambiguous,* 
and  which,  while  they  evaded  the  queftion  of  the  noble  Duke»  held 
out  nothing  fatisfaflory  to  the  country.  It  was  with  pain  that  he 
felt  himfelf  called  upon  to  give  this  defcription  of  their  conduft. 
The  countr)'  were  highly  indebted  to  the  noble  Duke  for  his  motion. 
It  was  a  motion,  the  noVle  Marquis  faid,  to  which  every  noble 
Lord  in  that  Houfe,  however  various  their  opinions  with  refpeci  to 
the  conduct  of  the  war,  or  tho  refources  of  the  two  countries,  thofe 
who  wiflied  for  immediate  negociation,  and  thofe  who  wiftied  for  a 
vigorous  profccution  of  the  war,  might  unite  in  their  aiTent  a  motion 
fo  admirably  framed  as  to  concenter  all  the  varieties  of  opinion,  leav- 
ing entirely  out  of  the  queftion  all  thofe  points  which  might  afford 
matter  for  debate.  It  was  a  motion  that  would  be  grateful  to  the 
heart  of  this  country,  and  he  believed  would  have  more  good  effects 
than  any  propofition  that  could  poffibly  be  brought  forward.  Its 
adoption  was  cllential  to  the  tranquillity  of -this  country,  and  to  ihc 
happincfs  of  mankind  ;  for  without  this  our  exertions  would  be  pa'*- 
ficd  by  the  confideration  that  there  was  90  poffiblc  end  to  the  war. 
Minifters  affefted  to  argue  that  the  declaration  propofed  by  the  noble 
Duke  would  cripple  tliem,  by  (hewing  to  tlie  enemy  that  the  coun- 
try was  defirous  of  peace,  and  tired  of  the  war.  In  his  mind  theit 
conduft  (hewed  this  infinitely  more  than  if  they  had  met  the  queftion 
openly.  Their  avoiding  it  in  the  way  in  which  they  did,  proved 
that  they  no  longer  ftood  on  the  high  ground  on  which  they  were  a 
fliort  time  ago,  and  that  they  were  forced  to  make  ufe  of  this  expe- 
dient. That  the  public  mind  was  generally  changed  he  had  the 
perfonal  means  of  knowing  ;  he  had  not  been  inattentive  totheim- 
preffion  which  recent  events  had  made  upon  tlicm  ;  and  he  was  per- 
fiiaded,  that  from  the  univerfal  fplrit  of  loyalty  and  determination 
to  ftand  by  the  King  and  Conftitution,  there  was  but  one  drawback, 
namely,  the  gloom  and  uneafincfs  which  hung  ovct  them  at  feeing 
no  end  to  a  war,  the  objeft  of  which  was  undefined.  The  motion 
of  the  noble  Duke  would  ferve  to  diffipate  this  doabt,  and  would 
reunite  all  men's  minds  to  the  purfuit  of  the  war,  if  after  fuch  a 
declaration  the  French  were  difinclincd  to  treat  for  an  honourable 
peace. 
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Lord  MULGRAVE  expatiated  upon  the  violent  proceedings  of 
the  National  Convention,  the  enormities  committed  by  the  fucceflion 
of  fadlions  which  had  held  the  reins  of  power,  and  argued  that  the  ^ 
principles  upon  which  the  Convention  had  afted,  were  fo  inimical 
todiat  fyftcm  of  relative  amity,  which  fubfifted  amongft  the  perma- 
nent Governments  of  Europe,  as  rendered  any  negociation  unfafc 
during  the  continuance  of  fuch  principles.     It  was  not  thfc  form  of 
the  Government  merely,  that  was  the  matter  in  difpute,  but  the 
principles  of  aflion,  which  had  been  confidered  as  immediately 
threatening  the  fafety  of  all  thofe  countries  which  did  not  chufe  to 
hazard  their  cxlftence,  by  the  recognition  of  principles  fo  dangerous* 
War,  his  Lordfhip  faid,  was  a  calamity  which  ought  to  be  avoided, 
unlefs  the  danger  and  infecurity  of  peace  were  greater  than  the  ha- 
zards of  a  vigorous  war.     But  he  would  afk  noble  Lords  if  this  was 
the  period  to  obtain  a  fafe  and  honourable  peace  ?  Upon  what  terms 
could  this  peace  be  obtained  r  We  muft  acknowledge  tlie  imprefcrip- 
tible  Rights  of  Man,  Liberty  and  Equality,  and  the  unit)'  and  in- 
divifibility  of  the  French  Republic.     How  could  this  be  done  with-, 
out  at  the  fame  tim«  acknowledging  principles  fubvcrfive  of  the  Con-^ ' 
ftituuon  and  laws  of  this  countr)' — piinciplcs  fubvcrfive  of  all  here- 
ditary right  f  But  befides  this,  continued  the  noble  Lord,  by  another 
ft'ftcm,    engrafted  u}X)n  the  former,  the  fyftcm  of  incorporation, 
which  they  have  praftifed  with  refpeft  to  the  conquered  Countries, 
vould  it  be  fafe  to  leave  them  in  poffeffion  of  the  Auftrian  Netherlands, 
of  part  of  Spain,  of  Savoy,  which  we  have  guaranteed  to  the  King 
of  Sardinia  t  Shall  we  give  up  Corlica,  the  Sovereignty  of  which 
has  been  accepted,  on  folicitation,  by  His  Majeftj'  ?  Do  noble  Lords 
tWnk  fuch  terms  would  be  confiftem  with  a  fafe  and  honourable 
peace  r  What  then  is  the  purport  of  the  prefent  motion  ?  certainly 
it  is  not  prudent  for  us  to  mate  any  gratuitous  declaration,  which 
can  anfwcr  no  prefent  gfx)d  confequcnce,  but  may  be  produ6>ive  of 
future  evil.    His  Lordfhip  adduced  the  inconvenience  of  being  bound 
down  by  gratuitous  declarations,  frc.m  the  example  of  Louis  XIV. 
and  remarked  the  dilemma  he  was  reduced  10  in  confeqjcnce  of  his 
abjuring  the  Spanifli  Monarchy,  both  for  himfclf  and  his  pofterity. 
His  Lordfhip  tliought  nothing  that  had  yet  happened  ought  to  dif- 
couragc  the  country  from  perfevering  in  the  war  until  there  was  an 
opportunity  of  making  peace  upon  more  advantageous  and  fccure 
terms,  than  it  could  be  done  at  prefent.     We  liad  ftill  many  rc- 
fources  in  the  wealth,  of  the  country,  in  the  co-operation  of  the  Em- 
peror, aiid  in  the  dcfpcratc  ftate  and  gallant  fpirit  of  the  French  eini- 
gcants*.  '-  . 
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^tht  Eatl  of  LAUDERDALE  began  ivkh  fume  handfome  eom- 
pliments  to  the  noble  mover,  vfho  poflfefled  talents  which  added 
dignity  to  rank,  and  fuperfcded  the  diftindtions  ^rhich  be  derived 
from  birth  and  from  fortune. ,    The  motion  which  he  had  brought 
forward,  was  fuch  as  few  out  of  the  Houfc,  or  among  the  allies. 
Would  not  be  difpofed  to  approve  ;  it  was  founded  on  the  acknow-- 
ledgcd  principles  of  the  Rights  of  Nations,  and  could  not  be  oon- 
trovertod,  without  reforting  to  the  maxims  of  the  Jacobin  IchooL 
He  coniidered  the  amendment  moved  as  one  of  the  mod  extraordi- 
naiy  that  had  ever  been  offered  to  that  Houfb,  and  as  wrong  a  mca- 
fure  as  could  have  been  adopted,  even  by  the  prefent  Adminiflra- 
tion  ;  becaufe  it  neither  tended  to  bind  Minifters  to  any  fpccific  de- 
claration, nor  to  fatisfy  the  Public  as  to  the  precife  object  in  view. 
It  left  to  His  MajeAy's  Minifters  to  judge  what  Government  in 
France  mig^t  be  fit  to  give  us  terms  of  peace,  fo  that  we  could  have 
no  hope  of  pacific  meafures  fo  long  as  they  thought  ptoper  to  con- 
tinue the  war  for  their  own  purpofes.     The  noble  Earl  recapitulated 
the  arguments  ufed  by  thofe  who  were  againft  the  motion*     He  wa» 
of  opinioni  that  their  Lordfhips  could  not  entertain  a  more  abfurd 
idea,  than  to  imagine  that  this  country  would  reduce  France,  bccaule 
the  refources  pf  the  latter  were,  by  their  fuppoiition,  nearly  annihi- 
lated*    Tins  favourite  hypothciis  was  cherilhed  by  their  Lordfhips* 
belief  that  the  circulation  of  the  French  aflignats  would  foon  be  pre- 
cluded.    They  ought,  however,  to  underfbnd,  that  the  curculation, 
inftead  of  being  clrcumfcribed,  was  greatly  extended.  Wherever  the 
FrcrSch  were,  their  aflignats  became  current.     In  Savoy,  Brabant, 
Holland,  &c«  this  paper  currency  was  fan6}:ioned  by  the  mag^ihutcs, 
the  mochants,  and  the  people.     All  hopes,  therefore,  of  reducing 
France,  in  confequenceof  the  fuppofed  diminution  of  her  lefources, 
were  m  vain ;  becaufe,  notwithftanding  the  predictions  of  thofe  who 
had  uniformly  fupported  the  war,  the  French,  inftcad  of  becoming 
impoverifhed  in  refouices,  had  improved  their  means  of  carrying  on 
hofUlities  with  vigour  and  efkA.    Thofe  who  thought  that  the  cir- 
culadon  of  aflfignats  and  the  other  means  adopted  by  the  French 
were  of  a  novel  nature,  did  not  remember,  that  the  veiy  fame  ex- 
pedients were  ufed  by  the  Americans  in  their  memorable  war  againfl: 
this  country.     In  die  records  of  their  proceedings,  it  may  be  feen 
that  the  Americans  enforced  their  dollars  or  affignats  at  par ;  and 
thofe  who  are  curious,  may  be  farther  gradfied  by  the  proceedii^  of 
the  Americans  on  the  Maximum,  &c.  &c*     So  that  ¥re  may  con* 
elude,  that  Frendi  liberty  was  not  only  of  American  gvowth,  bur 
alfo  the  expedients  adopted  for  its  fupport.     The  laft  noble  Speaker 
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hud  much  flfffs  on  the  gallantry  and  numbers  of  the  emigrants. 
He  was  far  from  depreciating  the  merits  of  thoTe  unhappy  men. 
He  believed  they  were  invigorated  with  all  the  artillery  of  defpcration ; 
but,  without  pretending  to  the  gifts  of  prq)hecy,  he  forcfaw  dieir 
fate  :  he  fore&w  tliat  they  would  fall  facrifices  to  the  indignation 
of  die  French  Republic.     The  prefent  time,  Lord  Lauderdale  in- 
fiiledy  was  the  beft  w*e  could  chufe  for  the  commencement  of  a  ne« 
godadon.     It  was  evident  that  we  were  in  a  mc^e  defpcrate  fitua- 
tioA  titts  jear  than  laft  ;  and  it  required  little  fagadty  to  fbrefec 
that  we  are  better  now  than  we  will  be  at  the  expiration  of  another 
twelvemonth.     Had  we  ufcd  our  endeavours  laft  year  for  jhe  rcflo- 
ratioh  of  peace,  many  calamities  might  have  been  avoided.     One 
memorable  vidim  cf  the  Miniftcr's  proud  and  ftubborn  conduct  was 
convinced  of  the  truth  of  what  he  now  advanced.     Had  the  ncgo* 
ciatbn  for  peace  been  concluded   laft  year,  the  Stadtholder  woukl 
not  now  be  fuflering  all  the  (harp  and  bitter  aggravations  of  adverfe 
fortune ;  neither  he  nor  his  illuilrious  family  would  now  be  driven 
to  the  deplorable  neceffity  of  feeking  an  afylum  in  this  country  ; 
and  the  rcfources  of  the  French  would  not  have  been  incceafed  by 
the  additional  riches  of  Holland,  aided  by  her  whole  navy  and  (lores. 
With  refpeA  to  the  co-operation  which  it  had  been  held  out  might 
be  expe^kd,  in  confequcnce  of  the  loan  to  the  Emperor,  thefc  ^'as 
one  curious  circumftance  relative  to  this  tranfa<%on,  which  he  would 
tike  the  liberty  to  mention  t  that  a  noble  Lord  in  diat  Houfe  had 
been  fent  with  two  proportions  to  the  Court  of  Vienna  ;  in  the  re- 
ception which  that  Court  gave  to  thefe  proportions,  they  behaved, 
as  might  have  been  expeded, ,  in   an  honefl,  blunt  German  way. 
The  one  was  to  offer  them  a  loan  of  fix  millions ;  and  the  other  to 
piopofe  that  a  Britifh  General  (hould  take  the  command  of  their 
troops.     The  money  they  accepted  ;  they  confidered  that  as  the  na- 
tural commodity  of  the  country,  and  the  fupply  came  very  fealbn- 
ably  to  the  aid  of  their  exhaufted    finances  ;  but  on  the  fubje£l  of 
the  donation  of  a  Britifh  Commander,  the  Emperor  was  faid  to  have 
tefUfied  dtfpofitions  not  more  gracious  than  the  Emperor  of  China  i$ 
fuppofisd  recently  to  have  (hewn  to  foiine  other  prefcnts  of  a  (imilar 
kind,  attempted  to  be  impofed  upon  him  by  the  Britifh  Court* 
Lonl  Lauderdale  then  aflced  what  would  be  the  ImprefTion  upon  the 
l^eoplc  of  France^  when  they  ihould  underibind  that  fuch  a  moticil 
as  had  that  night  been  brought  forward  by  his  noble  friend,  had 
been  profiofed  to  the  Houfe,  and   rejected  by  Miniftcrs  ?    Would 
they  not  conceive  that  Miniflers  were  not  willing  to  make  peace  -with 
them  upon  aiqr  testfonable  t^rms,  and  were  canying  on  the  war  for 
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the  exprcfs  objeft  of  the  deftrudion  of  thtfir  Govemment  ?    His 
Lordlhip  concluded  by  giving  his  vole  for  the  original  motion. 

The  Duke  of  LEEDS  explained  what  he  had  faid  with  rcfpe£i: 
to  the  fpcech  of  His  Majefty,  on  the  firft  day  of  the  fedion.     The 
paflage  refpeding  the  Dutch  entering  into  a  negociation,  he  thought 
betrayed  a  feeling  of  pcevifhnefs,  unworthy  of  the  dignity  of  the 
quarter  from  which  it  canic.     This  afforded  to  him  only  matter  of 
regret,  that  His  Majefty*s  nagic  had  been  fo  far  mifapplied.     .From 
the  time  when  he  firft  t(x)k  his  feat  in  Parliament,  about  twenty- 
live  years  ago,  both  in  the  other  Houfe  and  in  that  in  which  he 
now  had  the  honour  of  addrcfTing  them^  it  was  his  misfortune  to 
have  witneiTcd  maiiy  calamitous  circumftances  :  the  prefent  bore  a 
ftriking  refcmblance^to  the  laft  war,  when  we  fuffercd  many  public 
difafters-     Thofe  who  fupportcd  the  American  war  adopted  fimilar 
expedients.     lie  was  afraid  of  the  confcquences,  Ihould  we.  ihib- 
bonily  perfift  to  carry  on   hoftilities,  in  oppolition  to  the  IcfTons  of 
experience,   and  the  maxims  of  found  policy,  as  applied  to  our  pre- 
fent (ituation.     He  was   an  advocate  for  the  prefent  motion,  as 
thinking  that  it  could  not  but  be  accompanied  by  the  befl  efFeds* 
If  it  did  not  produce  a  peace,  it  would  caufe  every  man  to  rally 
around,  and  to  defend  the   conftitution.     He  faid,    that  it  was 
an^azing  to  fee  the  infatuation  wliich  prevailed  with  refpe<^  to  the 
war  :  he  had^ found  people,  in  other  reipeds  of  good  fenfe,  who, 
in  the  prefent  inftance,  talked  as  if  no  propofition  could  be  made 
for  peace,  till  either  the  Britifh  army  had  reached  Mont  Marte,  or 
the  French  had  arrived  at  Shooter's  Hill.     For  his  part,  he  thought 
that  there  was  a  medium  between  the  extremes  of  rafhnefs  and  ti- 
midity, and  diat  both  were  equally  fatal  to  the  counfels  of  a  nation. 
If  things  fhould  arrive  at  that  defperate  (ituation,  which  Minifters 
feemed  to  intimate  ought  to  precede  any  propofition  for  peace,  the 
.   queftion,  in  his  mind,  would  then  be,  not  "  How  to  treat,  but 
how  to  fall :"  it  would  remain  only  for  that  Houfe  to  groupe  them- 
felves  around  the  Throne,  and  toperilh  in  its  ruinst     He  approved 
of  the  motion  of  the  noble  Duke,  as  b9ld,  firm,  and  manly  j  while 
he  could  not  help  thinking  that  the  amendment  appeared  in  a  very 
different  point  of  view. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  (Jiid,  that  the  motion  was  a 
jnere  abftracl  propofition,  which  could  not  with  more  propriety  be 
entered  upon  the  Journals  of  the  Houfe  than  any  fimilar  propofition 
with  rcfped  to  politics  or  morals.  The  amendment,  while  it  in- 
cluded ever)^  thing  valuable  in  the  motion,  had  a  diredl  pra&ical 
inference.     He  commented  upon^  and  defended  the  words  of  the 
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amendment ;  the  cfFe6l  of  adopting  the  motion  might  be  to  dif-fpi« 
rit  the  country,  and  to  encourage  the  enemy  ;  at  the  fame  time  he 
imputed  no  bad  intention  to  the  noble  Duke  who  had  brought  it 
forward. 

Lord  AUCKLAND  faid,  he  approved  of  the  motion  fo  far  as 
it  went,  but  thought  it  incomplete ;  it  ought  to  have  contained  an 
cxpreflion  of  a  refolution  to  fupport  His  Majefty  in  tlie  ftcady  and 
vigorous  profecution  of  the  war.  On  this  ground  he  would  vote 
for  the  amendment,  which,  however,  from  the  mode  in  which  it 
was  expreffed,  contained  fomo  degree  of  latent,  though  not,  he 
was  perfuadcd,  of  ftudied  ambiguity. 

The  BI(hop  of  DURHAM  faid,  he  had  only  rifen  bccaufe  an 
appeal  had  been  made  to  the  humanity  of  thofc  along  with  whom 
he  fat,  by  the  noble  mover :  on  the  ground  of  humanity  he  would 
oppofe  the  motion,  becaufe  in  his  mind  it  could  only  lead  to  a 
protraftcd  negotiation,  and  an  infecure  peace.  . 

The  Earl  of  GUILDFORD  faid,  that  the  latter  part  of  die 
amendment,  did  not  at  all  fuit  the  views  of  thofe  who  fupported 
the  motion,  as  it  held  out  the  prefent  Government  of  France  as  one 
not  capable  of  maintaining  the  accuftomed  relations  of  peace  and 
amity  with  other  countries. 

The  Duke  of  BEDFORD,  in  a  reply  of  fome  Icngtli,  took  no- 
tice of  all  the  arguments  which  had  been  advanced  againft  his  mo- 
tion,  and  of  the  contradictory  grounds  upon  which  it  had  been  op- 
pofed.  He  remonftrated  againft  the  praflice  of  introducing  a  new 
motion  under  colour  of  an  amendment,  and  fhewed  that  no  folid 
objedion  had  been  brought  againft  his  original  motion.  He  took 
notice  of  the  propenfity  of  Mini(l«rs  to  fliift  their,  ground  : — if  he 
afcribcd  to  them  one  line  of  ai^gument,  they  immediately  faid,  No, 
and  had  rccourfe  to  fome  other  pofition  ;  if  he  attempted  to  fix  them 
to  that,  they  again  fhifted  their  ground,  and  flieltered  themfelves 
in  feme  firelh  fubterfugc.  The  fame  un^ir  mode  which  they  em- 
ployed in  defending  themfelves,  they  had  ^plied  to  that  propofition 
which  he  had  brought  forward  on  that  occafion. — Inftead  of  frankly 
rocering  it,  Lord  Grenville  had  chofcA  to  fct  it  afide,  by  bringing 
forward  an  entirely  different  refolution,  under  colour,  of  an  amend- 
ment— at  circumftance  which  clearly  proved,  that  no  propofition 
^^Duld  be  adopted  by  Minifters,  which  did  not,  in  the  firft  inftance, 
proceed  from  themfelves.  This  was  a  mode  of  getting  rid  of  his 
rcfoludon,  which  he  muft  diftinftly  reprobate.  They  had  then 
argued  againft  his  refolution,  as  if  it  went  to  the  length  of  fuing  for 
peace — a  circumftance  which  he  not  only  exprefsly  difclaimed,  but 
vhicl^  the  proppfition  itfelf  could  not  in  the  fmalleft  degree  warrant. 
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On  the  contrary,  he  had  brought  it  forward,  in  order  to  lead  Mi- 
niAers  to  fome  diircft  avowal  of  princij^e,  which  might  at  Icaft  pave 
the  way  for  ncgociation,  and  hold  out  a  ground  to  the* country,  on 
which  it  might  be  pofliblc  to  treat.  Lord  Grcnville  had  ftatcd  it 
as  a  proof  of  the  inftabilit)'  of  the  Republican  Government  of  France, 
that  the  Convention  had  fcnt  to  the  Revolutionary  Tribunal,  a  per- 
fon,  who  had  publifhcd  a  pamphlet,  propofing  that  the  Primary 
Affcmblies  fhould  meet  to  deliberate  whether  Monarchy  fliould  not 
be  Tcftorcd.  This  was  the  greateft  crime  that  could  be  committed 
againft  any  State,  as  it  was  a  prqx»fal,  that  went  diredly  to  over- 
turn the  exiting  Republican  Government.  Was  it  any  proof  of 
the  inftability  of  the  Britifh  Conftitution,  that  Government  had 
drought  proper  to  hang  their  own  fpy,  (Watt)  becaufe  in  order  the 
more  efltflually  to  promote  the  views  of  his  employers,  he  had 
tfiought  proper  in  the  focietics  to  efpoufe  the  caufc  of  Rcpublicanifm  ? 
What  would  Minifters  fay,  if  the  cxprcflion  of  this  fpy,  had  been 
held  out  as  the  criterion  of  the  fcmiments  of  the  country  ?  Lord 
Loughborough  had  been  picafed  to  declare,  that  he  imputed  to  him 
no  bad  intention,  in  bringing  forward  his  motion.  What  intention 
could  the  noble  Lord  pofliby  impute  to  him,  but  a  regard  for  the 
interefts  of  the  countrv,  and  an  ardent  defire  to  fave  the.  Conftitu- 
tion  f  But  it  might  be  alledged  that  they  oppofed  the  mcafures  of 
Minivers,  becaufe  they  were  envious  of  their  places.  The  ranks 
of  Oppdltion  had  lately  been  confidcrably  thinned ;  odier  noble 
JLords  had  clianged  their  opinions,  and  had  been  rewarded  with 
|>iaccs  and  honours ;  and  ^'  we  too,'*  faid  the  Duke  of  Bedf[»rd» 
V  might  have  participated  of  thefe  rewards,  if  we  had  been  difpofcd 
to  purchafe  them  at  the  fame  price." 

Adverting  to  the  Aatements  of  Lord  Grenvillc,  ref^£ling  the 
French  finances,  and  the  concluiion  which  he  drew  of  the  infallible 
ruin  of  tlidr  refources,  in  confequencc  of  the  depreciation  of  their 
^HTignats,  his  Grace  then  afked,  what  was  the  cafe  with  refpe£t 
to  the  aflTignats  of  this  country  ;  he  meant  not  the  notes  of  the  Rank 
pf  England,  but  die  prqxrrty  veded  in  the  public  funds  ?  Had  that 
fufFered  no  diminution  in  its  value  fince  the  commencement  of  the 
Far  ?  Had  not  thofe  whofe  fortune  was  placed  in  the  three  per 
fx:nt$.  loft  almoft  a  third  of  what  they  poflefled,  in  confequence  of 
the  dcclenfion  of  the  value  of  that  flock  ?  And  was  this  a  reafon 
M'hy  any  one  fhould  predift  the  fall  of  the  Government  of  tho 
countiy  ?  On  the  contrary,  were  not  thofe  perfons,  whofe  property 
depended  on  the  credit  of  the  Government,  naturally  interefted  in 
its  fupport,  and  anxious  to  ftrengthen  their  own  fecurity  by  givii^ 
to  its  01  erations  confidence  and  ft;\bility  r   Exadlly  fuch  vva^.  th^ 


A.  1795,  ,     t)  t  B  A  T  E  S.  97  * 

cafe  in  France  ;  all  who  were  pofleflfed  of  aflignats  acquired  an  in« 
terpft  in  the  fupport  of  the  French  Government;  and  in  proportion 
to  the  extent  of  their  circulation  was  increafed  the  number  of  perfons, 
who  would  be  Induced  by  the  ftrongeft  motives  to  promote  the  fta- 
bility  of  the  Republic.  But  when  Minifters  talked  of  the  decay  of 
the  French  rcfources,  did  they  foiget  that  at  the  very  moment  they 
were  uiing  this  language,  France  was  attaining  the  pofleflfion  of  the 
rdburces  of  other  countries,  and  had  already  added  thofc  of  Flan- 
ders and  Holland  to  the  aid  of  their  own  exertions  ?  One  noble 
Lord  (Auckland)  had  objedled  to  his  motion,  becaufe  if  the  peace 
which  it  defcribed  could  not  be  obtained,  it  contained  no  expreflion 
of  an  intention  to  fupport  H'ls  Majefty  in  the  vigorous  profecution  of 
the  war.  He  had  not  introduced  any  expreOion  of  that  fort,  becaufe 
be  did  not  conceive  it  to  be  neceflary  for  the  fpecific  purpofe  whicli 
he  had  in  view.  But  fuch  was  his  delire  to  remove  all  obje<Slion8^ 
and  to  unite  all  parties,  that  if  it  would  canciliate  the  fupport, of  the 
noble  Lord,  he  was  ready  to  make  an  amendment  upon  his  original 
modon,  by  introducing  fuch  an  expreflion. 

Lonl  GRENVILLE,  Lord  MULGRAVE,  and  the  Earl  of 
CARLISLE  explained. 

The  Houfe  divided  on  the  amendment. 

Contents  88  ;  Not  Contents  15. 

The  queftion  being  put  on  the  motion  thus  amended,  a  conver- 
fation  took  place,  in  which  Lord  Grenville.  faid  exprcfsly,  that  His 
Majefty 's  Miniftcrs  confidercd  the  prefent  Government  of  France 
as  one  with  which  they  could  not  treat. 

The  Duke  of  BEDFORD,  and  the  Earls  of  GUILFORD  and 
LAUDERDALE,  contended'  that  this  was  a  full  admiiBon  that 
the  refolution  as  now  propofed  to  be  voted,  was  completely  nugatory. 

Lord  GRENVILLE  and  the  Earl  of  CARLISLE  endeavoured 
to  qualify  this  conftru£lion  of  Lord  Grenville's  words,  but  the  words 
in  fubftance  were  adhered  to. 

The  amended  motion  was  carried  without  a  divifion. 

LIST  of  the  MINORITY  on  the  Amendment  of  Lord  Gren- 
ville to  the  Motion  of  the  Duke  of  Bedford,  in  the  Houfc 
of  L(Kds,  on  Tuefday,  January  27,   1795. 

Duke  of  Bedford  Earl  of  Suffolk 

■  Norfolk  .   ' Buckinghamfhirc, 

■  Leeds  ■            Ciarendpn 
Marquift  of  Abercora  *            Shaftefbury 
Earl  of  Guilford  *    Vifcount  Maynard 

■  Lauderdale  Lord  Lovel  and  Holland 

■  Albemarle  ■  ■  -  St.  John 
Thanec 
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Proxtes  were  given  for  the  Duke  of  Gntfton  and  the  Earl  of  Derby« 

The  Marquis  of  Ltmldownc,  the  Earl  of  Tankcrvillc,  and  the  BiQiop 
of  LlandafF,  retired,  from  indifpofition,  before  the  qucflion  was  callca. 

The  following  Extracts  from  the  Speeches  and  Declarations  of  His 
Majefty  relative  to  the  war,  were,  at  the  defire  of  Lord  Grenvillc, 
read  by.  the  Clerk  : 

KxiraSl  of  the  Speech  delivered  hy  His  Majefty   at  the  opening  of  the 

■  Scfon^  1794. 

*^  Ahhough  I  cannot  but  regret  the  neceilary  continuance  of  the  war, 
I  (hould  ill  confult  the  efSentiai  interefls  of  my  people,  if  I  were  defirous 
of  peace  on  any  grounds  but  fuch  as  may  provide  for  theirpermanent 
fafcty;,  and  for  the  independence  and  fcourity  of  Europe.  The  attain- 
ment of  thefe  ends  is  iUll  obftru£tcd  by  the  prevalence  of  a  fyftem  in 
France  equally  incompatible  with  the  happtnefs  of  that  country,  and 
*  with  the  tranquillity  of  all  ether  nations.— Under  this  impreffion  I 
thought  proper  to  make  a  Declaration  of  the  views  and  principles  by 
which  I  am  guided. — I  have  ordered  a  copy  of  this  Declaration  to  be 
laid  before  you." 

ExtraH  of  the  AdJrefs  of  tie  Houfe  of  herds  to  the  Kingy  upon  His  Ma* 

jefty^s  foregoing  Speech :  * 

*•  We  mud  undoubtedly  join  with  your  Majefty  in  regretting  the  nc 
cclTary  continuance  of  the  war ;  but  we  arc  pcrfuadcd  that  it  would  be 
inconfiftcnt  with  the  cflcntial  intcrefts  of  your  Majefty 's  fubjects  to  look 
to  the  reftorition  of  peace  on  any  grounds  but  fuch  as  may  provide  for 
theirpermanent  lafety,  and  for  the  independence  and  fecurity  of  Europe. 
Aj>d  it  is  inipoflibfc  for  us  not  to  perceive  that  the  attainment  of  thefe 
ends  is  ohftructed  by  the  prevalence  of  a  fyftero  in  France,  equally  in- 
compatible with  the  happinefs  of  that  country,  and  with  the  ti^anquillity 
of  all  other  nations." 

Extract  of  the  Declaration  of  2<)th  O^.  1793- 

"  This  ftatc  of  things  cannot  exift  in  France  without  involving  all 
the.furrounding  powers  in  one  common  danger — without  giving  them 
the  right,  without  impoiing  it  upOn  them  as  a  duty,  to  ftop  the  progrcfs 
of  an  evil  which  exiils  only  by  the  fucceffive  violation  of  all  law  and  all 
property,  and  which  attacks  the  fundamental  principles  by  which  man- 
kind is  united  in  the  bonds  of  civil  fociety.  His  Majefty  by  no  meant 
ditputcs  the  right  of  France  to  reform  its  laws.  It  never  would  have 
been  his  wifli  to  employ  the  influence  of  external  force  with  refpcft  to 
the  particular  forms  of  Government  to  be  eftabliflied  in  an  independent 
country.  Neither  has  he  now  that  wifti,  except  in  fo  far  as  fuch  inter- 
ference is  become  cfleotial  to  the  lecurity  and  repofc  of  other  powers. 
Under  thefe  circumftances  he  demands  from  France,  and  he  demands 
with  juftice,  the  termination  of  a  fyftcm  of  anarchy,  which  has  no  force 
but  for  the  purpofcs  of  mifchief,  unable  to  difcharge  the  primary  duty 
of  all  Government,  to  reprefs- the  diforders,  or  to  punilh  the  crimes 
which  are  daily  incrcating  in  the  interior  of  the  country,  but  difpofing 
arbiti-aril)^  of  the  property  and  blood  of  the  inhabitants  of  France,  in 
order  to  difturb  the  tranquillity  of  other  nations,  and  to  reader  all  Europe 
the  theatre  of  the  fame  crimes  and  of  the  fame  nusfortunes.    The  King 
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(fcmtiids  that  fomc  Icgitimsite  and  ftablc  Gdvcrnmcnt  (hould  be  cftabFifli  • 
cd^  foaoded  on  the  acknowledged  priirciples  of  univerfal  jui^ice,  and  ca- 
pable of  maintaining  with  other  powers  the  accuflomed  relations  of  union 
and  of  peace.  His  Maiefty  wiQies  ardently  to  be  enabled  to  treat  foe 
the  ff-e(bbli(hnient  of  general  tranquillity  with  fuch  a.  Government, 
exercifing  a  legal  and  pe^rmanent  auttiority,  animated  with  the  wifti  for 
general  tranquilliiy,  and  poflcffihg  power  to  enforce  the  obfcrvance  of 
in  engagements.  The  King  would  propofe  none  other  than  equitable 
and  moderate  conditions,  not  fuch  as  the  expences,  the  riGci^,  and  the 
facrifices  of  the  war  rai^ht  juftify,  but  fuch  as  His  Majcfty  thinks  him- 
fclf  under  tfie  indifpenfable  nec^ffity  of  requiring  with  a  view  to  thefc 
coofideratioos,  and  ftill  more  to  that  of  hit  own  lecurity,  and  of  the 
future  tranquillity  of  Europe." 

ExtraB  of  ibe  Declaration  of  the  King  to  the-  Inhahltants  of  Toulon^ 

November  20,  1793. 

*•  His  Majefty  finccrely  wiQies  the  happinefs  of  France,  but  by  00 
mrnns  defires,  on  this  account,  to  prefcribe  any  particular  form  of  Go- 
Terament,    The  King  claims  the  right  of  taking  a  part,  on(y  bccaufe  the 
anarchy  which  now  defolatcs  that  country,  threatens  the  tranquillity  of 
his  own  fubjccls,  and  that  of  the  other  powers  of  Europe,  whofe  fafcty 
and  peace  materially  depend  on  the  re-dlabli(hment  of  order  in  France, 
and  of  a  regular  (yflem  which  may  hold  out  to  them  a  fecure  ground  of 
negociation  and  fnendlhip :  and  His  Mnjelly  does  not  hcfitatc  to  declare, 
that  the  rc-ellabliflimcnt  of  Monarchy  in  the  pcrfon  of  Lovis  XVII.  and 
ibc  lawful  heirs  of  the  Crown,  afjpeais  to  him  the  bcft  mode  of  accom- 
plilhing  thefc  juft  and  falutary  ticws.     This  form  of  Government  has 
not  only  prevailed  in  France  from  the  carlieit  times,  but  being  capable 
of  fuch  limitations  as  may  fuit  the  refpedive  circumdances  of  difiercnt 
nations,  has  been  proved*  by  experience  to  be  the  bcft  adapted,  in  great 
countries,   to  unite  the  advantages  of  fecurity  and  order  with   real 
iibeity." 

Extras  of  the  Aeltlrefs  of  the  Hoife  of  Lords  to  the  Kingy  ai  the  opening 

of  the  prefent  Sejfidn  of  Parliament, 

**  Althou^rh  a  fenfe  of  prefent  difficulties  has  led  the  States  General 
of  the  United  Provinces  to  enter  into  ncgociations  for  peace  with  the 
party  now  prevailing  in  France,  we  arc  fully  fenfible,  how  little  real 
iccurity  any  eftablillied  Government  or  independent  State  can  derive, 
under  the  prefent  circumdances,  from  the  relliltof  fuch  ncgociations } 
and  we  are  convinced  that  they  could  not  be  attempted,  on  our  parr, 
without  facrificing  both  our  honour  and  fafety  to  an  enemy,  whofe  efiicf 
aniinoGty  is  avowedly  directed  againd  thefe  kingdoms.'* 

Thurfday^   *lC)th  January, 

The  Attorney  General,  Solicitor  General,  Mr.  Pitt,  Sir  Peter 
Burrpll,  Mr.  Baldwin,  and  others,  brought  Up  from  the  Commons 
the  bill  for  the  farther  fufpenfion  of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Aft.  Bill 
rjccivej,  and,  on  the  motion  of  Lord  Grcnville,  was  read  a  firft 
time — ordered  to  be  read  a  fecond  time  on  Saturday  next,  and  tl\c 
I-ords  to  be  fummoned  on  the  occafion. 

0* 
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The  Earl  of  GUILFORD  moved,  that  an  humble  addrefs 
be  prcfented  to  His  Majefty,  requefting  that  he  will  be  pleafed  to 
give  direflions  that  an  account  may  be  laid  before  the  Houfc  of  the 
number  of  men  fumiftied  by  his  Prufflan  Majefty,  in  confequence 
of  the  treaty  figned  at  the  Hague,  on  the  1 9th  day  of  April,  1794. 
Ordered. 

His  Lord(hip  moved,  that  copies  or  extra6^s  of  all  the  commu- 
nications between  Lord  Malmftury,  refident  with  the  Pruflian  ar- 
my, and  His  Majefty's  Minifters,  on  the  fubjeft  of  the  number  of 
lyien  brought  into  the  field  by  the  King  of  PruiTm,  in  what  manner 
they  have  been  aftually  employed,  and  the  fcrvioos  they  had  ren- 
dered the  iparitime  powers,  as  nearly  as  can  be  afccrtained.-— 
Ordered. 

Saturday y   2^th  jafiuary. 

The  Lords  met  purfuant  to  adjournment,  wjien  the  bill  for  con- 
tinuing the  fufpenfion  of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Aft  was  read  a  fccond 
time,  and  committed  for  Monday  next. 

Alondayy    2d  February* 

The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE  rofc,  he  faid,  to  move  an 
tmendment  to  the  bill  for  fufpending  the  Habeas  Corpus  ■  Adl. 
Though,  he  faid,  he  difapproved  of  the  principles  of  the  bill  in 
general,  flill  there  was  one  claufe  in  it,  which  appeared  to  him 
inuch  more  exceptionable  than  the  reft,  viz.  that  claufe  which  men- 
tions, that  the  fufpenfion  is  to  hold  until  the  laft  day  of  the  feflion 
of  Parliament.  This,  he  faid,  was  placing  in  His  Majefty  an  un- 
limited power  for  an  indefinite  period  ;  for  if  the  fufpen !:rn  had 
taken  place  on  the  firft  day  of  the  prefcnt  Parliament,  it  iriight,  by 
this  ambiguity,  be  continued  for  not  Icfs  than  fcvcn  ye:»is :  he 
would  therefore  move,  he  faid,  an  amendment,  that  iultcad  of 
**  until  the  laft  day  of  the  Scflion  of  Parliament,*'  there  ftiouid  be 
fubftituted,  "  until  the  firft  day  of  July  next/'  fuppoling  that  Par- 
liament fhould  fit  until  that  time. 

The  amendment  was  negatived  without  a  divifion. 

The  third  reading  of  the  bill  is  put  off  until  to-morrow,  when 
the  Peers  are  fummoned  to  attend. 

Tuffday^   2d  Ffiruary, 

Lord  GRENVILLE  moved  the  order  of  the  day,  for  the  third 
reading  of  the  bill  for  continuing  the  fufpenfion  of  the  Habeas  Cori> 
pus  Aft. 

The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE  rofc  to  move  an  amendment! 
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'^  That  the  words  lad  day  qf  the  prefent  fcffion'*  be  left  out ;  and 
thofe  *«  cf  the  firft  day  of  July  next"  fubfiituted  in  their  (lead. 

His  LorJihip  faid,  he  Ihould  not  have  occafion  to  trouble  their 
Lordihips  to  any  great  length  in  fupport  of.  his  amendment,  as  he 
undcrftocxi  it  would  be  acquiefced  in — neverthelefs  it  was,  in  fomc 
degree,  neceffary  for  him  to  ftate,  as  concifcly  as  poflible,  a  few  of 
the  Fcafons  which  induced  him  to  move  it.  The  noble  Earl  faid, 
that  the  Habeas  Corpus  A&  was  originally  paffed  by  our  ancedors, 
as  one  of  the  grand  bulwarks  of  the  Conftitution,  for  the  fecurity 
of  the  liberty  of  the  fubjeft,  againft  the  ^wer  of  the  Crown,  and 
it  was  intended  by  thofe  who  framed  and  paffed  it,  that  it  (hould 
never  be  fufpended  by  any  other  power  than  that  of  Parliament ; 
nor  even  by  Parliament  itfelf,  without  fome  certain  limited  time 
being  fixed  for  the  continuahce  of  that  fufpcnfion.  His  Lordfhip 
faid,  he  was  warranted  in  what  he  faid  by  the  authority  of  the 
karned  Judge  Blackftonc  upon  this  fubjeft,  who,  in  treating  of  it, 
cxprefsly  fays,  *^  that  this  aft  cannot  be  fufpended  even  for  a  Jingle 
dajy  by  any  power  but  that  of  Parliament" — and  not  even  then, 
but  on  the  cleared  proof  of  fome  great  and  important  danger  to  the 
Slate,  can  it  be  juftificd.  If  then,  his  Lordlhip  faid,  their  Lord- 
ihips  would  take  the  trouble  to  read  the  words  of  the  bill  as  they 
now  flood,  they  would  perceive  that  a  power  was  thereby  vefted  in 
the  Crown  to  continue  thp  fufpenfion  of  this  law,  which  was  the 
peat  defence  of  the  liberty  of  the  fubjefl  to  an  indefinite  time. 
He  would  allow,  that  in  the  prcfcnt  times,  and  with  the  prefent 
Parliament,  fo  much  danger  was  not  to  be  apprehended,  as  had  been 
Ac  cafe  in  fome  times  and  with  fome  Parliaments ;  but  in  a  cafe  of 
fuch  immenfe  magnitude^and  importance  as  the  prefent,  every  thing 
Ihould  be  ftridlly  adhered  to  which  our  anceftors  had  intended  for 
the  benefit  of  the  fubjedt.  Perhaps  in  the  ftatc  of  the  prefent  Par- 
liament, as  to  continuance,  it  might  not  be  fo  very  material,  but 
it  was  a  dangerous  thing  to  admit  a  bad  precedent,  and  if  this  were 
allowed  to  pafs,  it  might  be  quoted  in  future,  where  the  fufpenfion 
of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Aft  might  be  deemed  neceffary  for  the  gene- 
ral good,  to  take  place  in  the  beginning  of  a  new  Parliament ;  and 
aitfiil  Minifters  might,  by  ufing  the  words  •*  laft  day  of  the  pre-  ^ 
fcnt  feffion,"  and  afterwards  advifing  the  King  not  to  prorogue  the 
Parliament,  continue  the  fufpenfion  of  that  ineftimable  law  during 
the  term  of  feven  years.  This  was  a  confidcration  which  preffed 
itfelf  on  his  mind  very  much,  apd  which  therefore  impelled  him  to 
wove  the  prefent  amendment.  His  Lordfliip  faid,  that  as  he  be- 
lieved the  amendment  would  meet  with- no  oppofition  from  the  no- 
i>le  Secretary,  he  ithoiild  content  lumfiplf  with  the  obfcrvations  he 
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had  made,  and  not  trefpafs  on  the  time  of  their  Lordfliips  any 
farther. 

Lord  GRENVILLE  faid,  he  did  not  mean  to  q)pofe  the 
amendment  of  the  noble  Earl.  He  did  not,  indeed,  fee  the  dan- 
ger to  be  fo  great  as  the  noble  Earl  apprehended  it  to  be,  if  the 
words  remained  as  they  now  flood  in  the  bill ;  for,  according  to 
die  noble  Earl's  own  ftatement,  the  King  could  not  continue  rtie 
fufpenfion  for  any  great  length  of  time  without  keeping  the  Parlia* 
mcnt  fitting,  and  while  Parliament  was  fitting,  his  Lordfhip  did 
not  think  m'uch  danger  was  to  be  dreaded :  however,  in  a  matter 
of  this  nature,  as  it  was  certainly  befl  to  be  explicit,  he  fhould  have 
no  obje£lion  to  the  amendment  of  the  noble  Earl  being  adqtted*— — 
Ordered. 

Lord  Grenville  moved.  That  the  bill  do  pafs.     His  Lordfhip 
laid,  that  from  the  very  full  invefiigation  which  had  taken  place 
when  this  matter  was  before  their  Lord(hips  lafl  feflfipn,  and  fropi 
die  abundant  evidence  which  had  been  laid  before  their  Lord(hips 
at  that  time,  it  would  not  be  neccflfary  for  him  to  enter  into  a  very 
full  detail  on  the  prcfent  occafion.  ^    It  might,  perhaps,  be  thou^t 
by  fome  that  it  was  nccclfary  to  produce  fome  new  matter,  or  to 
ihew  tliat  fome  new  confpiracy  was  on  foot,  to  induce  their  Lord- 
Ihips  to  agree  to  the  prcfent  hill ;  but  this,  his  Lordlhip  contended, 
was  not  the  cafe.     He  begged  leave  to  call  to  the  rccoUcdion  of 
their  Lordfhips,  that  in  the  outfet  of  die  bufinefs  they  had  appointed 
a  Committee  to  invcftigate  the  bufinefe,.  and  to  examine  into  the 
mafs  of  papers  which  contained  the  evidence  of  the  exiflence  or 
non-exiftencc  of  die  confpiracy  which  was  alledged  to  be  on  foot. 
His  Lordlhip  faid,  that  Committee  had  proceeded  on  die  bufinefs 
with  a  celerity  and  zeal  which  noiJiing  could  furpafs,  and  from  pa- 
pers laid  before  them  belonging  to  the  focicties  accufed  of  this  con- 
fpiracy, they  had  drawn  up  and  laid  before  their  Lordfliips  a  very 
full,  accurate,  and  interefting  Report,  which  contained  fuch  ample 
proofs,  that  fuch  a  confpiracy  did  exift,  as  to  leave  no  hcfitation  on 
the    minds  of  their  Lordfliips,  of  the  abfolute  ncccfliiy  of  their 
pafling  the  bill.     The  Committee,   his  Lordfliip  averred,    had 
done  themfclves  the  greateft  honour,  by  the  alacrity  with  which 
they  undertook,   and  the  afliduity  with  which  tliey  executed,  the 
important  truft  committed  to  thleir  chaige  ;  and  the  report  they  had 
made  on  the  fubjccf,  was  fo  flrong  and  convincing,  from  the  ar* 
rangement  of  the  vaft  variety  of  papers  it  contained,  as  to  fcave  no 
doubt  on  the  mind  of  any  rational  man,  either  among  their  Lord- 
fliips or  in  the  kingdom  at  large,  of  the  cxiftcncc  of  fuch  confpiracy 
at  that  time.     His  Lordfliip  was,  he  laid,  extremely  glad  to  find 
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that  this  had  been  ftill  more  fully  proved,  by  a  juciicial  decifion, 
[Here  a  m  of  hear,  hear,  hear !]  He  repeated  that  this  had  al- 
ready been  proved  by  a  judicial  decifion.  It  feemed  that  his  opi- 
nion was  furprifmg  to  fome  of  their  Lordfhips ;  but  ft  ill,  he  con- 
tended, it  was  founded  on  fair  and  juft  principles.  Some  of  the 
pcrfons  belonging  to  the  focieties,  charged  xvith  the  confpiracy,  had 
been  arreftcd ;  and  had  fincc  undergone  their  trials,  before  that 
legal  and  complete  tribunal  to  inveftigate  matters  of  this  nature, 
and  to  pronounce  dccifively  on  them — a  Jury  of  their  country :  by 
this  Jury  they  had  fevprally  been  acquitted  of  the  crime  of  high 
treafon,  with  which  they  flood  charged.  This  was  certainly  true, 
and  he  by  no  means  wiftied,  or  intended,  to  throw  the  fmalleft  im- 
putation on,  or  to  depreciate,  the  verdidls  by  which  they  were  fo 
acquitted.  Still,,  his  Lordihip  contended,  that  their  acquittal  was 
no  proof  that  a  conlpiracy  never  exided  in  this  country.  It  only 
proved  that  in  the  cafe  of  the  perfons  charged  and  tried  for  high 
TTcafon,  the  evidence  was  not  fo  fiill  and  ftrong  againft  them,  as 
individuals,  as  to  amount  to  that  certain  degree  of  quantum,  which 
the  law  requires  in  this  particular  cafe,  to  convidl  the  perfon  tried 
for  the  commiilion  of  this  greateft  of  all  crimes.  The  noble  Lord 
requeftcd  the  attention  of  their  Lordfliips  while  he  took  a  curfory 
review  of  their  conduct. and  pratSlices,  with  regard  to  the  people  of 
a  neighbouring  countr)',  from  the  commencement  of  their  corrc- 
fpondence  with  them,  and  he  thought  it  would  be  fufficient  to  im- 
prcfs  every  one  cf  their  Lordfhips  with  the  fame  fentiments  as  he 
entertained  on  the  fuhjeft.  During  the  time  of  the  Monarchy  con- 
tinuing in  France,  after  the  Revolution  took  place,  his  Lordftiip 
faid,  all  their  correfpondence  was  with  the  French  Jacobins  in  Pa- 
ris, and  other  parts  of  France  ;  but  no  fooner  was  the  dcftruflion 
of  Monarchy  effeded,  than  they  immediately  opened  a  correfpon- 
dence with  the  National  Convention  of  France ;  and  in  one  of  their 
addreiTes  they  went  fo  far  as  to  fay,  "  that  they  hoped  foon  to  fee 
liinilar  addreffes  fent  from  that  country  to  a  National  Convention 
in  England."  After  this,  he  begged  their  Lordfhips  to  remember, 
that  they  began  to  concert  meafures  for  calling  a  Convention  in 
England,  for  the  wicked  purpofe  of  fubverting  and  overturning  the 
legal,  conftitutionat,  and  fettled  government  and  liberties  of  this 
country.  The  noble  Lord  faid,  it  was  impofTible  their  Lordfhips 
fhould  not  remember  the  Convention  which  had  actually  tukcn 
place,  in  which  men  met  appointed  by  thofe  fclf-crcatcd  focieties 
he  had  fb  often  mentioned,  who  had  gone  to  a  moft  extraordinary 
length  indeed.  When  he  reflected  on  many  of  the  mcafiu-es  they 
had  adopted,  and  particularly  on  that  one  ftrong  and  audacious  re- 
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jblutton,  that,  among  other  things,  fays,  "  If  the  prefent  ParHa- 
ment  fliould  think  proper  to  pafs^any  bUl  to  fufpend  the  Habeas 
Corpus  ad,  or  to  land  foreign  troops  in  tlie  country,  or  in  cafe  of 
an  invaflon,  a  Secret  Committee  was  appointed  to  re-aflemble  this 
body  of  men,  to  aft  in  fuch  emergency" — he  could  not  for  a  mo- 
ment hcfitate  (and  he  believed  he  fliould  be  joined  by  their  Lordfhips 
in  the  opinion)  to  believe,  that  a  rood  dangerous  confpiracy  exifted 
of  the  nature  before  defcribed. 

His  Lordfhip  next  alluded  to  the  refolutions  which  had  been  pafTed 
by  the  feveral  Societies  in   England,  fubfequent  to  the  meeting  of 
the  Convention  in  Scotland,  in  which  they  aflferted  that  they  could 
no  longer  truft  to  laws  framed,  as  they  boldly  and  infolently  phrafed 
it,  by  thofe  whom  they  were  pleafed  to  call   their  plunderers  and 
oppreflbrs.     No,     They  muft  refort  to  laws  of  their  own  making  ; 
^d  for  this  purpofe,  fteps  were  adlually  taken  for  calling  a  Conven- 
tion in  England,  which  was  to  overturn  and  deftroy  the  Monarchy, 
the  Ariftocracy,  and  all  the   conftituted  authorities  of  the  prefent 
Government,  and  to  introduce  all  that  anarchy,  confufion,  mifcry, 
and  bloodlhed,  which  had  deluged  and  wafted  their  dilfarafted  and 
unhappy  country,  fdr  the  purpofe  of  fubdituting  one  (imilar  to  that 
formed  by  the  French,  whofe  principles  and  proceedings  they  were 
fo  deiirous  to  imitate  and  follow.     This,  his  Lordthip  faid,  was 
extremely  apparent  from  the  clofenefs  with  which  they  had  followed 
them  in  their  phrafcs,  their  terms,  and  the  nature  of  their  proceeds 
ings.     His  Lordfliip  adverted  to  the  very  extraordinary  meeting 
held  at  Chalk  Farm,  as  another  proof  of  their  intentions  to  call  a 
Convention  in  England  for  the  purpofes  alledged  ;  and  concluded, 
by  obferving,  that  notwichdanding  the  acquittal  of  the  feveral  indi- 
viduals tried  for  hightreafon,  there  was  the  ftrongeft  evidence  that 
a  confpiracy  exifted  at  the  time  of  paiTing  the  original  bill  for  the 
Sufpenfion  of  the  Habeas  Corpus  z(k  ;  and  as  nothing  had  (ince  ap- 
peared to  convince  their  Lordftiips  that  this  confpiracy  was  done 
away,  and  did  not  fubfift  at  the  prefent  moment,  he  thought  it  un- 
neceffary  to  trouble  their  Lordftiips  any  farther  at  prefent,  and  there- 
fore (hould  content  himfclf  with  moving,  "  That  the  bill  do  pafs.'* 
The  Earl   of  GUILFORD  addreffed  himfelf  to  the  obferva- 
tion  of  their  Lordftips,  by  declaring  that  he  fhould  not  have  deemed 
himfelf  to  have  afted  right,  if,  without  hearing  the  arguments  juft 
advanced  by  the  noble  Lord,  he  could  have  contented  himfelf  with 
giving  a  filent  vote  upon  the  prefent  motion.    But  from  what  he  had 
now  heard  from  that  noble  Lord,  he  felt  himfclf  impelled  by  his 
feelings,  in  a  peculiar  degree,  to  ftate  his  reafons  for  differing  with 
^t  noble  Lordj  and  for  giving  his  decided  negative  to  it.     His 
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LortUhip  faid,  it  had  alwftyg  ilnick  him,  that,  according  to  the 
principles  of  our  excellent  conftitution,  no  a£l  of  Pariiament  of  that 
fliagnitude  or  importance  which  the  'Habeas  Corpus  ,^Q  certainly 
was  to  the  rights  and  liberties  of  the  peopIe>  (hould  be  fufpendedi 
or  the  benefits  of  it  taken  away,  for  ever  fo  (hort  a  time,  without  a 
Cdtain,  fpecific,  weighty,  and  important  reafdn  for  fo  doing,  made 
apparent  by  the  moft  undeniable  proof.  The  argument  of^the  noble 
Lord  had  been  very  extraordinary  indeed.     In  the  tourfe  of  laft  fef* 
fion,  the  noble  Lord  had  moved  for  the  fufpcnfion  of  the  Habeas 
Corpus  ad,  and  before  it  was  obtained,  a  Report  of  a  Sele£t  Com- 
mittee, appointed  by  their  Lordihips,  containing  a  mafs  of  evidence^ 
which  the  Report  dated  it  was  the  opinion  of  the  Committee,  formed 
fufficicnt  pmof  that  a  confpiracy  exiftcd  which  was  dangerous  to  the 
Conftitution  arid  tlic  Government,  and  on  this  mafs  of  evidence 
their  Lordihips  had  confented  to  the  paffing  of  fuch  bill.     In  con-^ 
tquence  of  this  bill  having  paffcd  into  a  law  by  receiving  the  com- 
plete aifent  of  the  whole  Legiflature,  and  in  order  to  prove  to  the 
pcx^lc  of  England,  and  to  the  world  at  large,  that  the  opinion  of 
the  Committee  firft,  and  of  their  Lordfliips  afterwards,  was  founded 
in  fed,  certain  individuals  belonging  to  particular  focicties,  amongft 
which  this  confpiracy  was  iaid  to  cxift,  were  arretted,  and  after  fome 
inonths  confinement  were  put  upon  their  trial  for  this  confpiracy. 
The  noble  Earl  faid,  he  believed  there  never  was  a  fubjedl  cither 
in  this  or  any  other  country  that  underwent  fo  long,  fo  ample,  and 
fo  deliberate  and  attentive  a  difcufTion  and  invcftigation  as  did  this 
of  the  quiet  or  innocence  of  thefe  individuals,  refpcdling  the  con- 
fpiracy for  which  they  were  charged  and  tried.     The  refult  of  this 
hid  been,  that  they  were  all  declared  by  the  juries  to  be  mf  guilty  of 
the  confpiracy  with  which  they  ftood  charged.     It  clearly  appeared 
then,  his  Lerd(hip  faid,  that  there  was  no  confpiracy.      If  there 
had  been  one,  who  were  the  perfons  concerned  in  it  ?  It  was  evident 
it  was  not  thofe  men  who  were  tried.     Who  was  it  then  ?  Nobody 
knew.     If  there  ever  had  been  one,  it  muft  have  confided  of  fomc 
perfons  whom  no  perfon  could  point  out.    His  Lord(hip  was  there* 
fore  clearly  of  q>inion,  that  the  confpiracy  which  gave  rife  to  the 
original  fufpendon  of  the  Habeas  Corpus  ad,  that  bulwark  of  the 
liberties  of  Englishmen,  had  been  done  away  and  difproved  by  the 
htc  trials,  and  the  acquittals  confequent  thereon  ;  and  tliat  being 
the  cafe,  his  Lwdihip  faid,  he  was  extremely  furprifed  to  hear  the 
f»Ht  Lord  moving  their  Lordfliips  to  continue  this  fufpcnfion  with- 
out producing  any  proof  whatever  that  any  new  or  other  confpiracy 
cxil^cd,  man  that  which  had  given  rife  to  the  late  trials,  and  which 
I'f  courfe  was  by  the  vcrdi^ls  on  thofe  trials  totally  difproved,  or 
Vpt.  XLIL  I' 
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rather  proved  not  to  cxxft.     The  noble  Earl  faid^  he  did  not  deny 
that  there  might  be  many  perfons  in  this  kingdom  who  arc  difaficded 
to  the  prefent  Government — feme  of  thofe  for  their  didike  of  a  Mo- 
narchy^—others  from  tlieir  love  of  innovation  and  change,  &c,-^ 
many  perhaps  from  caufcs  differing  from  cither  of  thefe  might  be 
difcontcnted  with  things  as  they  are — but  flill  his  Lordlhip  contended 
that  a  foirit  of  loyaltj'  and  afFcfiion  to  His  Majefty  pervaded  the 
vaft  majority  of  His  Majefty *s  fubjetSs^ — never  were  more  loyal  ad- 
dreffes  or  moie  fervent  exprcffions  of  attachment  to  the  King  and 
Conftitution  known  than  at  the  prefent  period.— His  Lordihip  faid, 
that  in  former  times,  when  matters  were  very  differently  fituated^ 
and  appearances  much  more  dangerous,  no  fuch  ftrong  meafures 
had  been  reforted  to  by  our  anceftors,  as  the  prefent  Minifters  had 
made  ufe  of  to  poffefs  themfelves  of  exorbitant  power,  as  in  the  cafes 
of  the  Alien  bill,  the  Traitorous  Correfpoodence  bill,  and  the  fuf- 
penfion  of  the  Habeas  Corpus  z&.     In  the  beginning  of  the  reign 
of  King  William,  when  the  departed  or  abdicating  King  was  ftiU 
alive,  and  in  arms,  many  hundreds  of  people  were,  known  to  be 
flmngly  attached  to  his  interefts,  and  even  avowed  this  attachment ; 
yet  the  Habeas  Corpus  afl  was  not  then  fufpended,  but  our  anceftors 
truftcd  to  the  excellence  of  the  Government,  and  the  vigour  and 
energy  of  the  laws,  to.  preferve  them  from  any  danger  which  might 
arife  from  fuch  ancient  and  deep-rooted  attachments  and  prejudices 
in  fevour  of  the  departed  family.     The  fame  in  the  beginning  of 
the  reign  of  Queen  Anne,  and  in  the  reigns  of  George  I.  and  II.—— 
It  is  to  be  obfcrved,  that  the  Habeas  Corpus  aft  had  not  been  fuf- 
pended till  rebellion  in  both  cafes  had  aftually  taken  place.     The 
perfons  accufed  and  tried  were  alledged  to  be  the  moft  aftivc  and 
leading  men  in  the  confpiracy  originally  faid  to  exift*     It  had  been 
decided  by  the  tribunal  appointed  to  invcftigate  the  charge,  that  they 
were  not  guilty  of  any  confpiracy  ;  and  as  no  other  perfons  had  been 
charged  and  tried  for  that  confpiracy,  it  was  the  ftrongeft  poffible 
proof  that  no  fuch  confpiracy  cxifted.     Yet,  faid  the  noble  Lord, 
upon  the  evidence  adduced  in  proof  of  that  confpiracy,  and  upon 
that  alone,  their  Lordfhips  were  defired  to  gi-vc  their  fanftion  to 
the  continuance  of  this  important  aft  ;  he  for  one- could  not  confcnt 
to  do  fo,  and  therefore  he  would  give  the  prefent  motion  his  decidect 
negative. 

The  Duke  of  LEEDS  aifured  their  Lordfhtps,  that  it  was  not 
his  'intention  to  have  troubled  their  Lordfhips  at  all  this  evening 
with  his  fentiments,  after  the  very  ample  manner  m -which  he  had 
delivered  them  on  the  paffing  the  original  bill  for  the  fufpenfion  of 
Ae  Habe;is  Corpus  aft,  if  it  had  not  b^cn  for  fomc  part  of  what 
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had  fallen  from  his  noble  friend  who  had  juft  fat  down.  He  could 
not  agree  with  the  doSrinc  in  the  argument  of  his  noble  friend, 
which  faid,  that  becaufc  the  prifoncrs  on  the  late  trials  were  acquit- 
ted, that  therefore  no  confpiracy*  exifted  ; .  he  was  altogether  of  a 
different  opinion.  His  Grace  affured  their  Lordfhips,  that  he  by 
no  means  intended  to  caft  the  Icaft  reflexion  on  the  juries  who  ac- 
quieted  the  pcrfons  on  the  late  trials  ;  on  the  contrary,  he  was  of 
opinion  they  had  adled  fairly  and  properly.  Yes,  the  prifoncrs  were, 
hedxx]^t>  properly  acqiiitted.  But  (till  this  did  not  by  any  means 
prove  diat  no  coitfph^cy  had  exifled.  The  noble  Duke  faid,  that 
the  Committee  lippointed  by  their  Lordlhips,  of  which  his  Grace 
mentioned  himfclf  to  have  been  one,  had  aded  with  the  utmofl  care, 
dcKberadon,  and  zeal,  in  their  invefligation  of  the  mafs  of  papers 
which  contained  the  correfpondence  of  the  feveral  focieties  implicated 
in  the  charge  of  this  confpiracy,  and  on  the  fulled  conviflion,  after 
the  moft  mature  confideration  they  had  drawn  up  the  Report,  on  the 
credit  of  which  their  lordfhips  had  paflcd  the  original  bill ;  on  the 
contrary,  his  Grace  faid,  he  was  more  convinced  of  it  than  ever, 
and  if  any  thing  had  been  neceflary  to  convince  his  mind  more  than 
it  was  convinced  by  the  papers  before-mentioned,  and  contained  in 
the  Report,  it  would  have  been  abundantly  fupplied  when  he  ad- 
verted to  the  defence  made  by  the  feveral  prifoncrs  on  their  trials— 
[Hear,  hear,  hear!]  His  Grace  repeated— Yes,  it  would  have 
been  abundantly  fupplied  by  the  defence  made  by  the  feveral  prifo- 
ncrs on  their  trials.  The  noble  Duke  protcfled  to  their  L^^rdfhips, 
that  he  was  firmly  convinced  a  confpiracy  of  a  dangerous  nature 
did  exift  at  the  time  of  making  the  report,  and  pafling  the  original/ 
bill  for  the  Habeas  Corpus  a6t ;  and  as  he  could  not  {c6  how  cir- 
cumftances  had  fo  varied,  as  to  render  the  danger  lefs  than  before, 
fiom  the  evident  proof,  that  great  numbers  in  this  country  were  in- 
felled  with  the  principles  of  the  French — ^nay,  when  he  faw,  his 
Grace  faid,  the  very  great  acquidtion  of  fh-ength  the  French  had 
acquired  in  point  of  territDry-*-when  his  Grace  viewed  the  topogra- 
phical extent  of  coaft  which  they  had  added  to  that  which  they  pof- 
fe^  before,  he  faw  no  reafon  to  apprehend  an  abatement  of  our 
danger,  and  therefore  fhould  give  his  hearty  affeqt  to  the  prefent 
motion. 

The  Earl  of  WARWICK  apologized  for  troubling  their  Lord- 
(hips  with  his  fentimeiits  on  the  prefent  occafion,  'but  as  he  under- 
iiood  he  had  been  cenfured  by  fome  of  his  friends  for  giving  a  filent 
vote  on  the  palling  the  original  bill,  he  was  induced  to  crave  their 
LonUhips'  indulgence  till  he  faid  a  few  words  upon  the  fubje<Sl« 
His  Lordfhip  (aid,  he  ha4  always  thought  the  Habeas  Corpus  ^& 
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ought  never  to  be  fufpended  but  in  cafes  of  the  moft  urgeW  neceflity 
and  apparent  danger — thcfe,  his  Lord(hip  fald,  bethought  exiikd 
to  a  very  great  degree.  The  noble  Lord  then  trod  over  nearly  in 
the  fame  words,  the  ground  on  which  th«  noble  Duke  had  before 
defcanted;  and  (Jcclarcd  himfelf  perfeflly  in  favour  of  the  prcfent 
motion.  His  Lordihip  faid,  there  were  certain  Lords  in  oppofidon> 
who,  when  he  heard  them  deliver  their  opinions,  he  thought  they 
more  refembkd  French  Demagogues,  than  Lords  compofing  a  part 
of  a  fober  and  ierious  Legiflature.  [Hear,  hear,  hear.]  His  Lord 
flnip  faid  he  would  not  ftirink  from  his  words — he  was  npt  to  be  de- 
terred from  freely  delivering  his  opinion,  by  the  fear  of  his  words 
being  taken  down.  He  greatly  refped^d  an  opposition  which  origi- 
nated from  principle  ;  but  when  he  faw  oppofidon  ari&ng  from  party 
piirpofes,  prompted  by  perfonal  ambition  to  podefs  power  and  place, 
or  degenerating  into  fadion,  he  then  could  give  it  no  other  notice 
than  that  of  his  utter  contempt — He  (hould  ever  dcfpife  it.  His 
Lordflup  then  went  into  an  inveftigation  of  the  prefent  war,  which 
after  fomc  time  commenting  upon,  he  confeffed,  that  his  obfcrva- 
tions  on  that  head  were  not  applicable  to  the  fubjeft  at  prcfent  before 
their  Lordfliip— apologized  for  his  digreflion— and  declare^  die  mo- 
tion ihould  have  his  decided  fupport. 

The  Earl  of  CARLISLE  faid,  that  he  would  not  have  troubled 
the  Houfe  upon  the  queftion  immediately  before  them,  but  for  fome 
things' that  fell  from  a  noble  friend  of  his.  That  noble  friend  had 
Rated,  t\  :it  the  acquittals  of  thofe  perfons  tried  at  the  Old  Bailey, 
w6rc  a  complete  proof  that  no  confpiracy  had  exifted  in  the  country ; 
this  he  denied,  and  contendii^  as  he  had  done  laft  year,  that  there 
were  fufficient  grounds  to  believe  that  a  confpiracy  did  exift,  he  knew 
of  nothir^  which  had  happened  fincc,  that  tended  to  alter  his  opi- 
nion in  the  leaft.  As  to  die  trials,  he  did  not  mean  in  the  moft 
diftant  manner  to  infinuate  that  improper  verdi<9:s  had  been  given, 
he  believed  otherwife ;  but  from  the  very  defences  of  the  perfons 
tried,  there  could  not  be  a  doubt,  that  a  confpiracy  had  exiftcci. 
The  noble  Earl  might  as  well  tay,  that  if  a  dead  body  was  found 
with  marks  of  violence  upon  it,  the  Coroner's  inqued  could  not 
with  propriety  bring  in  a  verdidl  of  murder,  becaufe  they  did  not 
know  who  the  murderers  were.  The  next  propofition,  or  rather 
charge,  which  the  noble  Earl  had  made,  and  which  was  equally  re- 
pugnant to  his  feelings,  was  that  Miniders  had  attempted  to  take 
aw^ay  the  lives  of  individuals  ;  but  certainly  the  noble  Earl  was  not 
aware  how  far  this  charge  extended,  not  merely  perfonal  to  ^ini- 
fters,  but  equally  bearing  againft  die  many  noble  and  honourable 
perfons  who  coropofc  His  Majcfty's  Privy  Council,  and  who  hai*. 
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fbnned  their  opiruon  at  the  time,  that  theiie  appeared  to  them  fuf- 
ficient  grounds  to  advife  the  meafures  that  had  been  fo  prq)erly  fol- 
lowed up.  The  next  argument,  which  he  was  as  much  diiratisfied 
withy,  was,  that  becaufe  a  man  was  tried  for  a  great  offence,  and 
acquitted  by  a  jur)',  he  muft  therefore,  be  innocent  of  ev<:ry  inferior 
cximc,  and  from  the  moment  of  his  acquittal,  be  again  a  fit  pcrf<Hi 
to  return  to  focicty,  as  an  innocent  ^nd  immaculate  charafter.  He 
adooittcd  that  the  acquittal  at  the  Old  Bailey  was  a  perfcdl  legal 
waihing  away  of  all  imputation  of  that  crime  attaching  upon  thoic 
iodividuals.  The  law  could  do  no  more — But  there  was  a  tribu-- 
nal  beyond  the  Court,  that  of  the  Public,  who  would  decide  whe- 
ther a  crime  had  been  eAablifhed,  and  whether  thofe  accufed  had  beem 
tlie  perpetrators  of  it,  though  they  had  cfcaped  the  fcntcnce  of  the 
Court— In'  illuftration  of  this,  his  Lordftiip  quoted  the  calb  of 
Cook  and  Crifp — The  latter  was  indiftcd  upon  the  Coventry  ^, 
for  maiming  and  defacing  the  other — He  pleaded,  he  intended  to 
murder :  had  this  horrid  plea  been  admitted*  would  the  Public  have 
confidered  that  avowed  murderer  innocent ;  becaufe  by  the  law  ho 
fiood  acquitted  of  every  thing  laid  to  his  charge. 

As  to  finding  the  bills  cftablidiing  guilt,  the  noble  Earl  main- 
tained that  evidence  did  appear  before  the  grand  jury,  convincing 
them  there  had  been  commitments  of  crime,  and  that  certain  indi- 
viduals were  by  that  evidence  fuppofed  to  be  the  perpetrators  of  that 
crime — ^but  leaving  the  eftablifhment  of  their  guilt  to  a  trial  by  tlie 
petty  jury-  A  petty  jury  afterwards  thought  it  proper  to  acquit  the 
perfons  charged,  it  djd  not  follow  the  crime  was  merely  fuppoiitious* 
The  noble  Lord  had  laft  year  approved  of  the  mcafure,  and  law  no 
lefs  nccef&ty  for  it  now  from  any  thing  that  had  haj^ned,  or  wa» 
likdy  to  happen  ;  he  would,  therefore,  give  it  his  vote,  and  thank- 
ed the  Executive  Government  for  the  wife  meafures  they  had  ptar- 
fucd  for  the  internal  quiet  of  die  country. 

The  Earl  of  GUILFORD  faid,  his  noble  friend  had  coai- 
plctely  mifconceived  all  that  he  had  fpoken ;  it  was  therefore  nc- 
ceffary  that  he  (hould  fct  him  to  rights.  With  regard  to  the  vcr- 
didls  that  had  been  given,  he  had  faid  that  they  eftabliihcd  one  of 
three  points— that  no  traitorous  confpiracy  exited  at  all ;  if  it  did^ 
that  it  was  not  a  confpiracy  amounting  to  treafon  ;  and  laftly,  what- 
ever the  nature  of  the  confpiracy  was,  that  the  perfons  brought  to 
trial,  ^s  the  moft  a<3ive  in  it,  were  not  guilty  of  the  crime  char^^ 
againft  them*  Either  of  thefe  inferences  would  fufnciently  fudain 
his  arguiiient  in  his  oppofition  to  the  prefent  bill.  Thus  much  ht 
had  faid  in  explanation,  and  he  v/ould  have  then  fat  down,  had 
Blot  a  nuble  Earl  who  before,  (Warwick)   made  a  moft  unwarrajU-: 
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able  attack  upon  all  thofe  noble  Lords  who  had  expreiTed  dieir  ho 
ncft  indignation  at  the  condudt  of  Miniftcrs,  when  he  attributed  to 
a  part  of  the  Oppofition,  fiadlious  or  ambitious  motives.  Such  mo- 
tives were  ftrange  to  his  bofom,  and  he  honeftly  believed  to  the  bo- 
fom  of  every  man  with  whom  he  ad^ed.  He  defpifed»  in  as  ftrong 
terms  as  the  noble  Earl,  or  any  man  could  utter,  the  idea  of  oppo- 
fition  to  Government,  upon  fuch  bafe  principles  as  the  noble  Lord 
had  infinuated — the  defire  of  peace,  or  the  violence  of  faflion-— - 
Certainly  no  man  could,  or  would,  dare  to  accufe  the  Oppofition 
with  whicli  he  afted,  of  the  firft  charge,  becaufc  it  could  not  be 
done  with  faimefs  or  with  truth  ;  and  as  to' tactions,  he  would  only 
fay,  that  the  prefent  Oppofition  had  fixed  itfelf,  in  the  firft  inftance, 
on  a  conftitutional  bafis,  when  it  oppofed  a  Miniftry  who  had  ob- 
tained poffeflion  of  power,  by  the  nrioft  unconftitutional  means.— 
The  fubfequent  conduft  of  that  Miniftry,  their  ufe  of  the  power 
which  they  had  thus  acquired,  by  no  means  cntided  them  to  an  in- 
creafing  portion  of  confidence.  Was  it  on  the  prefent  occafion  that 
the  noble  Lord  would  reft  his  charge  againft  the  Oppofition  t  They 
would  there  be  found,  he  trufted,  making  a  conftltutbnal  ftand 
againft' a  moft  unneceilary  and  unconftitutional  exercife  of  power. 
Did  the  noble  Lord  fuppofe  him  adluated  by  views  of  ambition  or 
of  fadion?  He  could  lay  his  hand  on  hisbofom,  and  fay,  that  in 
his  oppofidon  he  was  merely  aduated  by  the  pureft  fenfeof  what  he 
owed  tohiscountn'f  to  their  Lordfhips,  and  to  himfelf.    , 

The  Earl  of  WARWICK  replied,  Aat  he  had  fpoken  from  die 
impulfe  of  his  mind  that  which  he  felt  himfelf  difpofed  by  no  means 
to  recal.  He  was  ready  to  fay,  that  no  part  of  the  obfervations 
which  he  had  made  belonged  to  the  noble  Earl  who  had  laft  fpoken  ; 
to  him  he  gave  full  credit  for  the  integrity  of  his  intentions.  But 
he  could  not  depart  from  his  idea  when  hd  faw  noble  Lords  defcend- 
ing  into  minutia,  to  ufe  no  worfe  a  term,  when  the  perilous  fitya- 
tion  of  the  country  required,  in  his  mind,  the  moft  perfect  unani- 
mity in  that  Houfe,  and  a  ftrong  concurrence  without  its  walls.  In 
a  conteft  like  this,  there  muft  be  of  courfe  fome  local  diftrefs,  and 
fome  unlook^-for  difficulties.  He  did  not  like  to  fee  any  noble 
Lord,  undcrTuch  circumftances,  coming  down  to  that  Houfe,  his 
pockets  laden  with  the  detail  of  provincial  diftreiTes,  for  the  purpofc 
of  influencing  the  general  opinion  of  that  Houfe.  ' 

The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE  faid,  it  had  not  been  his  inten- 
tion  that  day  to  deviate  in  the  flighteft  manner  froni  th^  great  qucf- 
tion  before  the  Houfe  ;  but  he  fhould  be  wandng  in  duty  to  himfelfy 
to  thofe  with  whom  he  afled,  and  to  the  Houfe,  were  he  to  pafs. 
smdrely  unnoticed  what  had  been  faid  by  the  noble  Lord  who  fpokc 
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hft.     He  agreed  with  the  noble  Earl  in  his  ideas  of  what  was  a 
proper  oppoiition,  but  he  muft  contend  that  there  never  was  a  fairer 
or  more  conftitutional  oppolition,  than  that  to  which  the  noble  Earl 
had  fo  ftrangely  attempted  to  attribute  improper  motives.     How 
fuch  an  idea  could  have  come  into  his  head,  on  this  particular  occa- 
fion,  he  thought  was  rather  unaccountable  ;  or  why,  this  day,  when 
fuch  a  meafure  was  brought    forward,  and  upon   fuch  frivolous 
grounds,  thoTe  who  oppofed  ^  it  were  to   be  accufed  of  ambitioua 
views  and  love  of  office,  he  could  not   tell  ; .  for,  furely,  if  ever 
fliere  was  a   time  when  ambition  of  that  fort,  and  envy  of  placo^^ 
was  out  of  the  queftion,  it  muft  be,  when  the  Minifters  had  de- 
graded the  country,  and  brought  it  into  its  prefent  difaftrous  fitua- 
tion.     But  he  was  almoft  afhamed  to  have  taken  up  fo  much  of  their 
Lordihips'  time,  in  replying  to  fuch  futile  and  ill-applied  obferva- 
tions,    when  a  queftion  of  fo  much  real  importance  was  before 
them.    With  regard  to  the  fufpenfion  of  the  Habeas  Corpus  aft,  he 
would  infift,  that  no  former  inftance  could  be  produced,  in  the  hif- 
tory  of  this  country,  fince  the  Revolution,  where  it  had  been  fut- 
pendcd,  without  an  abfolute  and  prefiing  neceflity,  which  was  not 
even  pretended  to  cxift  at  this  time,  even  by  thbfe  who  had  brought 
forward  the  meafure.     The  noble  Secretary  of  State  had  contented 
himfelf  with  the  old  exploded  doftrines  of  plots  and  confpiracies-— 
confpiracies  conjured  up  laft  year,  and  now  completely  refiited.    He 
had  expcfted,  that,v  in  the  courfe  of  the  difcuffion,  fome  new  plots 
and  trcafons,  or  fome  real  traitors  or  confpirators,  would  have  been 
pointed  out ;  but  that  was  not  even  attempted.     Much  had  been 
faid  of  the  effeft  of  the  verdifts  of  the  juries ;  he  wanted  no  fuch 
prcx)fs  to  convince  him  that  traitorous  confpiracies  did  not  exift  in 
this  country  ;  he  was  fully  convinced  of  it  from  the  firft,  but  he 
thought  enough  had  come  out  upon  thefe  trials  to  induce  thofe  who 
thought  otherwife  laft   year,  to  change  their  opinions  now.     His 
opinion  of  the  evidence  contained  in  the  Report  of  laft  year,  which 
formed  likewife  the  evidence  on  the  trials,  was  the  fame  as  that  de- 
livered by  a  noble  and  learned  Lord  (Thurlow)  in  his  place  at  that 
time,  and  whofe  abfence  he  regretted  now,  becaufe  he  would  have 
repeated  it.     It  was  tliat  great  man's  opinion,  that,  in  the  praftices 
of  thofe  people,    there  was   much  of  fcdition,  but  nothing  that 
amounted  to  treafon.     Kc  contended  that,  confidering  all  the  op- 
portunities that  Minifters  had  of  fupcrior  information,   and  great 
legal  afliftance,  it  was  not  probable  that  they  would  have  brought  to 
trial  as  the  chief  confpirators  perfons  whom  they  knew  were  not  fo  ; 
and  that  being  the  cafe,  it  followed  that  tliofc  perfons  being  ac- 
quitted, and  no  other  confpirators  known,,  th^  confp iracy,  if  it  di4 
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C3crflf,  muft  be  wh^t  it  had  been  called — a  cx>nfpif3ic3r  ivithout  c6n- 
ipirators*     And  hence  he  muft  obferve  the  Inaccuracy  of  die  pre- 
amble of  the  bill,  which  ftated  the  pofitivc  cxiftence  of  a  traitorous 
ccmfpiracN^  founded  upon  the  evidence  of  thofe   pampers  and  docu- 
mcntSy  not  one  of  which  had  been  proved.     As  to  the  flrcfs  which 
Ihoulij  be  laid  upon  the  acquittals,  he  had  no  hefitation  in  dating, 
that  he  wodd  certainly  prefer  the  verdi^S  of  a  jury,  deciding  upon 
Iheir  oath,  after  a  full  inveftigation  of  the  cafe  fubmitted  to  chf  m» 
to  th-rir  Lordihips*  Report,  drawn  up  from  papers  laid  before  them 
by  Minifcrs,     Tlie  noble  Secretary  of  State  muft  agree  with  him  in 
#iis,  when  he  had,   in  fuppor:  of  his  argument,  the  authority  mf  a 
perfon  and  meafure  which  he  muft  .certainly  refpecJ:.     Here  his 
Lorc!fhrp  alluded   to  Mr.  Grenville's  acl  to  determine  Conteftcd 
Elections,  when  it  was  lliought  impoffible  to  obtain  a  fair  deciHon 
on  fuch  political  queftions,  except  by  putting  the  Members  of   the 
Committee  upon  oath.     It  had  been  faid  that  the  evidence  at  the 
Old  Bailey  had  been  proved  ;  inftead  of  which,  it  had  only  been 
|;ivcn,  at  leaft  fuch  muft  have  been  the  opinion  of  the  juries.     He 
deprecated  the  dod^rlne  that  a  fair  acquittal  did  not  completely  do 
away  every  degree  of  fufpicion.     He  quoted  the  authority  of  Lord 
Chief  Juftice  Eyre,  in  fivour  of  his  argument,  that   if  the  grand 
jury  had  not  found  the  bill  againft  any  of  the  fufpeiSed  perfons,  they 
were  to  be  completely  abfolvcd  from  all  fufpicion  of  guilt,  eidier 
moral  or  lefi:al.     A  noble  Earl  had  quoted  tlK  Bury  cafe  ;  he  would 
ipjotc  another  that  happened,  he  believed,  in  the   fame  €0unty> 
Watfon  verfus  Henry.     The  afticn  was  brought  for  perjury,  but 
that  part  of  the  oath  being  omitted  which  was  fuppofcd  to  conftitute 
rile  perjury,  a  verdift  was  found  for  the  defendant ;  but  Watfon, 
not  fatisfied,  afterwards  publiflied  an  advcrtifemcnt  refle<9ing  on  the 
fither,  and  ftated,  that  tliough  he  had  been  legally  acquitted,  there 
|Fas  ft  ill  great  prefumption  of  his  guilt.      Upon  an  aftion  for  da- 
mages brought  for  this  advertifcmcnt.  Judge  Aftihurft  confidered  the 
particular  circumftances  of  the  cafe  as  an  aggravation  of  the  crime^ 
gnd  ftated  the  condud  of  Watfon  to  be  highly  criminal,  and  pro^ 
cccding  upon  a  bafc  fyftem  of  perfcvering  malice.     He  did  not  fay 
that  thofe  who  pretended  to  entertain  fufpicions  againft  the  acquitted 
pcrfons,  were  capable   of  p^rfevering  in  malice>  but  merely  fbtcd 
die  learned  Judge's  opinion  on  that  cafe.     He'contended,  that  no- 
tliing  had  been  proved  againft  the  perforts  tried,  but  what  could  be 
legally  proved  againft  perfons  in  that  and  the  other  Houfe  of  Par- 
liament—he meant  a  ftrong  defire  to  bring  about  a  reform  in  Par- 
liament.    He  had  been  alluded  to   in  another  place,  where  he 
fuuld  Dot  anfwer  for  liimfclfji  ^^!^  \^  1^4  b^en  ^flcttcd^  that  wh<VC 
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he  had  ftated  in  a  publication  lately^  vras  not  accurate,  on  die  fub* 
jcft  of  peribns  now  in  Adminiihation  taking  anadive  part  in  theb 
proceedings  for  reform.     Wherever  he  had  an  opportunity  of  an- 
fircring,  he  would  fay  what  he  did  then,  that  he  was  ready  to  give 
fcrfcSt  and  1^1  proof  that  what  he  had  ftated  was  accurate.     It 
was  ftrange  that  an  individual  ihould  have  confidered  himfelf  as  al- 
luded IQ^  when  he  fiated  what  he  had  mentioned  as  having  been 
pvcn  from  authority  ;  for  certainly  that  individual  could  never  fup- 
pofe  that  his  late  change  of  principles  and  extraordinary  conduct  en- 
tided  any  thing  that  he  faid  to  be  ftated  as  coming  from  authority. 
His  Lordftiip  could  fee  no  other  motive  for  pafling  this  bill  now, 
but  a  continua6on  of  the  fame  fyftem  of  alarm  with  which  Minifters  ' 
had  deluded  the  country  laft  year,  and  which  they  found  ncceflaiy 
to  dicir  owncxiftence,  after  having  plunged  the  country  into  a  moft 
ruinous  war,  and- when,  by  entering  upon  another  campaign,  they 
pcrfifted  to  increafe  the  dreadful  calamities  already  incurred.     His 
Lordihip  faid  he  could  not  do  better  than  call  the  attention  of  the 
Houfe  to  an  author  whom  they  had  all  read  with  plcafure,  and  to  a 
part  of  his  works,  which  applied  very  ftrongly  in  the  prefcnt  Mini- 
ftcrial  fyflem,  he  meant  Dean  Swift,  in  his  Difcourfe  on  the  Art 
of  Political  Lying*     In  the  fixth  chapter,  he  treats  of  the  Miracu- 
lous, by  which  he  underftands  any  thing  that  exceeds  the  common 
degree  of  probability..    Certainly  the  confpiracy  which  Minifters 
brought  forward  was  of  this  fort,  as  appeared  from  the  funds  that 
were  to  be  ufed,  the  number  of  pikes  that  were  found,  and  clafpcd 
knives,  which  were,  without  tlie  aid  of  confpirators,  to  be  employed 
to  cfFcdl  it.     His  Lordftiip  continued  to  read  next  of  terrifying  lies, 
concerning   which  the  author  gives  feveral  rules,  one  of  wliich  is, 
*'diat  terrible  objefts  (hould  not  be  too  frequently  fliewn  to  the  people, 
left  they  grow  familiar."     He  then  went  on — He  fays,  "  it  is  ab- 
folutcly  neceffary  that  the  people  of  England  fliould  be  frighted  with 
the  French  King  and  the  Pretender,*'  {or  with  French  principles, 
which  is  much  the  fame)  **  once  a  year,  but  that  the  bears  (hould 
be  chained  up  again  till  that  dme  twelvemonth.     The  want  of  ob- 
fcrving  this  fo  neceffary  precept,  in  bringing  out  the  raw-head  and 
hlocdy-bones  upon  every  trifling  occafion,  has  produced   great  indif- 
ference in  the  vulgar  of  late  years.**     His  Lordftiip  proceeded— 
Towards  the  end  of  this  chapter,  he  **  warns  the  heads  of  parties 
againfft  believing  their  own  lies,  which  has  proved  of  pernicious 
confcquence  of  late,  both  a  wife  nation  and  a  wife  party  having  re 
gulatcd  their  affairs  upon  lies  of  their  own  invention.     The  caufcs 
of  this  he  fuppofcs  to  be  too  great  a  xcal  and  intenfcnefs  in  the  prac- 
tice of  tfiis  art,  and  a  vehement  heat  in  mutual  convcrfation,  whcrc- 
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by  they  perfuade  one  another  that  what  they  wi(h  and  report  to  be 
true,  really  is." — Now,  if  this  be  aj^Iied  to  any  fort  of  men,  it 
certainly  came  home  to  the  prefent  rulers  of  this  kingdom,  for  the 
fyftem  of  keeping  up  alarm  and  terrifying  the  country,  bdng  the 
only  one  fubje£l  upon  which  the  prefent  cabinet  could  poflibly  agree, 
it  was  of  courfe  the  one  they  generally  fpoke  of,  and  however  ridi- 
culous that  fubjed  might  be,  it  was  not  impoflible  that  they  might 
have  talked  themfelves  into  a  belief  of  it.  The  noble  £arl  then 
adverted  to  what  the  Duke  of  Leeds  had  faid,  and  piofeiTed  himfclf 
much  obliged  to  bis  Grace* for  having  condefcended  to  notice  him. 
If  His  Majeftyls  Minifters  had  ftated  the  grounds  of  the  prefent 
bill  to  have  been  the  fear  of  an  invafion,  he  would  have  confidercd 
that  as  much  better  grounds  to  go  upon  than  what  they  bad  fct 
forth.  If  any  dread  was  lurking  on  that  fubjed,  it  would  un« 
doubtedly  have  a  diiFerent  efFe£l  on  their  Lord(hips,  but  it  was  ne- 
ceflary  that  thcfe  feelings  (hould  be  ftrengthened  by  more  ofiicial 
information.  Such  an  idea,  if  really  founded,  (hould  be  plainly 
c{h.bli(hcd.  It  was  necclfary,  as  it  did  not  appear,  even  by  a 
(hadow  of  proof,  that  an  internal  rebellion  did  exiil  in  this  country. 
Thofe  who  intimated  the  contraiy  were  guilty,  in  fa£l,  of  a  libel 
on  the  loyalty  of  tie  people. 

Lord  HAWKESBURY  differed  entirely  f^om  the  noble  Earl 
who  fpoke  laft,  both  as  to  the  general  (late  of  fads,  and  as  to  the 
inferences  which  ought  fairly  to  be  drawn  from  them.  The 
firft  propofition  of  the  noble  Lord  was,  that  there  exited  no  fuch 
confpiracy  in  this  country  as  would  juftify  Minifters  in  calling  upon 
Parliament  to  fufpend  the  operations  of  the  Habeas  Corpus  aft ; 
and,  in  order  to  maintain  this  aiTertion,  the  noble  Earl  contended 
that  the  acquittal  of  the  perfons  accufcd  of  high  treafon,  was  a 
proof  that  no  confpiracy  whatever  exifted.  In  the  firft  place,  the 
vcrdid  of  the  juiy  by  no  means  went  the  length  of  negativing  the 
cxiftencc  of  the  confpiracy :  but  even  if  the  jury  had  gone  the 
length  of  declaring  it  as  their  opinion,  that  there  was  no  foundation 
for  the  charge  of  the  confpiracy,  ftill  he  conceived  that  fuch  a  de- 
claration would  not  be  binding  upon  this  fubjcS.  He  would 
confider  the  fubjeft  in  the  latter  point  of  view,  merely  for  the  tike 
of  the  ai^gument,  and  fuppofc  that  the  jury  had  given  it  as  their 
opinion  that  there  did  not  exift  a  general  confpiracy.  l^he  fubjeft 
was  examined  into  with  every  poffible  degree  of  minutcnefs  before 
the  Privy  Council— a  Council,  he  would  venture  to  fay,  as  ref- 
pedable  as  ever  fat ;  it  had  the  afliftancc  of  the  Law  OfBcers  of 
the  Crown  ;  it  had  alfo  the  afliftancc  of  perfons  who  had  prcfidcd 
in  the  Courts  of  Law.     Upon  the  fuUcft  exara^tion  which  tte 
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GniiicH  fo  compofed  could  give  to  the  fubjed,  it  appeared  to  diem 
that  there  did  exid  a  confpiracy  of  a  dangerous  nature  in  this  country* 
The  buiinefs  was  invcRigated  into  by  Committees  of  both  Houfes 
d^  Parliamenti  and  they,  having  perufed  all  the  written  documents 
upon  this  fiibjedty  concurred  in  the  fame  opinion.  The  queftion 
was  then  referred  to  the  confideratkm  of  a  Grand  Jury  ;  and  here 
he  begged  dte  Houfe  to  ^recoiled  that  the  evidence  of  the  exiflence 
af  the  confpiracy,  vix.  the  written  documents  which  were  fubmittcd 
to  the  Grand  Jury,  was  veiy  nearly  the  fame  with  that  afterwards 
Ldd  before  the  Petty  Jury-  The  bills  were  found  by  the  Grand 
Jury,  which  was  a  deciiive  proof  that  they  believed  in  the  exigence 
of  the  confptracy,  for  they  could  not  otherwife  have  found  the  bills. 
Here,  then,  was  a  concurrence  of  opinion  of  the  Privy  Council^ 
the  Houfes  of  Ixxrds  and  Commons,  and  a  Grand  Jury,  all  agree- 
ing as  to  the  fa£l  of  the  exigence  of  .the  confpiracy,  which  he  con* 
ccived  to  be  a  very  flrong  authority  upon  the  fubje£t :  but  how  did 
it  :qppear  that  tfie  Petty  Jury  differed  from  them  in  their  opinion  of 
the  confpiracy  ?  How  did  it  appear  that  thdr  verdiA  was  founded 
upon  thdr  difbelieving  its  exiftence  ?  No  one  fa6l  appeared  to 
jttftify  fuch  an  idea ;  on  the  oontraiy,  the  more  rational  and  pnv 
bable  opinion  was,  that  the  Juries  were  fadsfied  of  the  exigence  of 
the  confpiracy,  though  the  guilt  of  the  parties  accufed  was  not  made 
out  clearly  to  their  latisfadlion.  Another  propofition  ftated,  and 
from  vrfiich  he  muft  alio  difTent,  was,  that  the  acquittal  of  the 
Jury  purged  the  charad^cr  of  the  perfon  of  the  imputation  of  nwral 
guilt.  He  felt  as  much  veneration  as  any  man  for  the  inditution 
of  the  trial  by  Jury :  but  he  conceived  it  no  difrefpeft  either  to  the 
inftitutbn  itfelf,  or  to  any  particular  Jury,  to  fay  that  a  verdi£l  of 
not  guilty,  was  not  necefTarily  a  proof  of  the  entire  innocence  of  the. 
perfons  acquitted.  The  experience  of  every  day  proved  the  con* 
trary :  no  noble  Lord  would  undertake  to  fay,  that  every  perfon 
acquitted  during  the  year  at  the  Old  Bailey,  was  thereby  wholly 
puiged  of  all  imputation  of  mdral  guilt,  or  that  the  Jury  who  ac- 
quitted him  founded  their  verdi(fl  upon  their  being  fadsfied  of  the 
perfect  innocence  of  the  party  accufed.  But  it  had  been  faid»  can 
there  be  a  confpiracy  without  a  onfpirator  ?  No  ;  undoubtedly 
not :  but  tiierc  might  exift  a  confpiracy,  though,  at  the  fame  time, 
it  might  be  impofiible  to  bring  legal  proof  of  guilt  againft  any  indi- 
vidual.— His  Lordfhip  then  adverted  to  the  objct3s  of  die  different 
focieties,  and  contended  they  were  of  a  nature  to  call  forth  all  the 
vi^lance  of  the  Executive  Government.  The  pretext  that  their 
plans  were  cbnfinod  to.the  objcft  of  a  reform  in  Parliament,  was 
«n]i  -of  the  ssoft  abfurd  affcrtions  he  had  ever  beard.     What  bad 
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their  addreiTeft  to  the  Jacobin  Club,  or  to  the  Convo^on,  to  do  with 
jrefbrm  in  Parliament  ?  Nay,  as  if  they  had  been  determined  to 
exprefs  in  the  mod  clear  manner  their  ideas  of  Government^  thcf 
never  once  addrefTed  the  National  Convention  while  thete  was  a 
King  upon  the  Throne,  though  a  nominal  one ;  no,  then.  Acj 
addrefled  the  Jacobin  CUib ;  but  the  moment  the  King  was  depofed, 
then  the  focieties  of  England  thoii^t  the  Convention  a  fit  bodye  for 
them  to  correfpond  with.  Thefe  were  hStB  which^  in  his  mind, 
admitted  but  of  one  interpretation,  and  which  enabled  hkn  to  aik 
.whether  any  perfon  believed  that  the  Parliamentayy  Reform  which 
had  been  held  out,  was  the  fole  objed  of  thofe  focieties,  and  to 
term  the  vindication  of  their  views  wiiich  had  been  fet  up  on  that 
ground,  a  mean  and  pitiful  defence.  Upon  the  wbolb»  he  thought 
MiniAecs  had  done  their  duty  in  taking  the  fieps  they  had^  and  he 
ihould  give  them  his  entire  fupport  to  this  meafure* 

the  Duke  of  PORTLAND  laid,  it  was  not  hU  intention  to 
have  intruded  upon  their  Lordfhlps'  patience,  had  it  not  been  for  an 
imputation  which  had  been  thrown  upon  him,  and  which  he  way 
anxious  to  repeL  A  noble  Earl  (Lauderdale)  had  infimiated  that 
he  had  been  a  friend  to  Parliamentary  Reform ;  and  he  underAood 
that  the  hmp  noble  Earl,  in  a  pamphlet  which  he  had  wtitteiv 
had  advanced  the  fame  charge.  He  bad  never  read  the  noble  Lord's 
book,  nor  probably  ever  (houM,  but  he  had  been  told  it  contained 
iiich  an  aiTcrtion.  That  he  had  ever  been  an  advocate  ta  Parlia* 
Bientary  Reform,  in  the  (ircfent  fenfe  of  that  exprefTion^  he  nujft 
completely  denied ;  that  he  had  fupported  fome  meafures  which 
tended  to  an  oeconomical  Reform,  was  certainly  true ;  but  he  ap- 
pealed to  every  perfon  at  all  acquainted  with  his  political  principle^ 
whether  he  had  not  always  difapproved  of  a  Reform  in  Parliament 
in  the  way  at  prefent  imderftood  by  that  eKpreflion. 

Lord  LAUDERDALE  faid  that,  not  havii^  been  in  public 
life  at  the  period  alluded  to  by  the  noble  Duke,  be  had  riecQurfe 
to  the  beft  and  moft  authentic  records  of  thofe  times,  from  which 
the  noble  Duke  muft  be  confidercd  as  a  fupporter  of  Parliamentaiy 
Reform,  if  he  was  to  be  judged  upon  the  fame  rules  of  evidence  as 
Home  Tooke,  or  any  other  man,  in  confequencc  of  having  not 
utily  attended,  but  taken  part  in  the  proceedings  of  focieties  di(tin6Uy 
avowing  that  objed.  He  cited  the  minutes  of  the  Middlefexmeet* 
ing,  in  1 780,  to  which  the  noble  Duke  had  given  his  affcnt;— • 
Tlie  objciS  of  that  meeting  was  prccifely  "  to  reftore  and  fecure  thA 
freedom"  and  independence  of  Parliament.  Did  their  Lordftiips 
then  fuppofc,  that  there  v^s  any  thing  in  this  claim  differing,  from 
^  .dcmanyi  of  a  parliamentary  r^eform  r     The  ;ioble  Duke^  in  that 
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cafe,  it  was  to  be  obfervcd,  continued  a  Member  of  the  Wcftmin- 
fter  Conrniittce,  after  it  had  decided  for  annual  Parliaments)  and 
the  vote  of  feptennial  Parliaments  was  an  outrage  on  the  Conftitu* 
tion,  Thefe  were,  grounds  fufficicnt  for  him  to  proceed  on  \  though 
when  the  noble  Duke  had  now  faid^  that  be  never  had  lent  hi# 
iandion  to  Parliamentary  Reform,  he  by  no  means  wifticd  to  con^ 
WtdiSt  his  declaration.  As  to  the  noble  Duke,  not  having  read 
his  book,  having  once  efteemed  him  as  a  political  charatfler,  and 
Aiil  continuing  to  edeem  him  as  a  private  man,  he  was  glad  that 
Ae  noble  Duke  had  not  read  the  criticifms  which  a  fenfe  of  public 
duty  had  compelled  him  to  make  upon  his  recent  conduct.  Hi^ 
Lordihip  jthen  read  extrndls  from  the  proceedings  of  the  Middlefcx, 
Buckingham,  and  York  meetings,  in  the  year  1780,  from  which 
he  endeavoured  to  infer  that  the  noble  Duke  was  a  friend  lo  Re* 
form  at  that  time. 

Earl-  SPENCER  denied,  in  the  moft  unequivocal  manner, 
that  he  had  ever  given  his  fupport  to  a  Reform  in  Parliament  in 
the  prcferit  wild  acceptation  of  the  phrafe.  He  contended,  that  a 
Reform  in  Parliament  in  the  year  1794,  conveyed  very  different, 
if  not  dircdly  oppofitc  ideas. — The  plans  of  the  Reformers,  in  the 
year  1780,  went  to  certain  alterations  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons, 
fome  of  which  have  fmte  taken  place,  fuch  as  the  bill  relating  to 
ContraQors,  to  Excife  Officers,  &c.  and  tliereforc  nothing  could 
be  more  Unfair  than,  becayfe  a  man  might  wifli  for  a  certain  de- 
gree of  reform  in  1780,  to  attribute  to  him  all  the  wild  theories 
of  the  modern  Reformers.  Hi-^  Lordihip  then  entered  into  a  vin- 
dication of  his  perfonal  condudl.  He  faid,  that  while  yet  a  young 
man,  he  had  been  induced  to  join  fome  of  thofe  meetings,  i^hofa 
profefTed  purpofe  it  was  to  bring  abbut  a  popular  Reform.  He  found 
that  there  were  men  amongft  them  whofe  purpofe  overleaped  their 
profeflions,  and  he,  therefore,  withdrew  himfelf  altogether.  With 
rcfpedt  to  his  recent  condudl,  he  (hould  fay,  onde  for  all,  that  he 
(hould  not  have  quitted  his  former  friendfhips,  if  he  did  not  believe 
that  the  feafon  had  arrived,  when  it  was  neceffary  for  every  man, 
forgetting  his  private  feelings,  to  lend  his  beft  fupport  to  the 
Conflictxtion.      .; 

The  Earl  of  GUILFORD  faid  he  had  not  imputed  any  perverfe 
motives  to  any  noble  Lord  :  he  had  only  repelled,  with  t  degree 
(>f  warmth  which  'he  mufl  ever  feel,  the  motives  which  had  been 
afcribed,  but  which  did  not  belong  to  the  remaining  Menibers  of 
the  Qppofition.  If  any  perfons  a(Stuated  by  fuch  motives  had  bcct^^ 
once  conneAed  with  oppofition,  they  had  lately  withdrawn  thv?(u^ 
.%«  from  the  par^y. 
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Parliament  aflented  to  it.  He  faid  no  fuch  cafe  had,  in  his  opi- 
nion; been  made  out  in  the  prcfent  inftancc  ;  and  he  fhould* there- 
ibre  feel  himfelf  bound  in  duty  to  oppofe  Che  bill.  He  concluded 
with  reminding  the  Houfe,  that  they  were  placed  as  a  barrier 
between  democracy  and  defpotifm  ;  that  they  were  not  only  the 
.  guardians  of  the  rights  of  the  Throne,  but  of  the  privileges 
of  the  people  ;  and  that  they  ought  •  equally  to  beware  how  they 
permitted  themfelves  either  to  trample  upon  the  one,  or  to  tride 
with  the  other. 

The  Marquis  of  LANSDOWNE  faid,  It  was  not  his  intcn- 
tion,  when  he  came  into  the  Houfc,  to  take  a  part  in  the 
debate  ;  but  he  felt  it  impoflible  to  give  a  filent  vote  upon  this 
fubjeft,  after  the  way  in  which  he  had  heard  it  treated.  He 
had  been  led  to  hope  that  Minidcrs  would  have  fuffered  this  bill 
to  die  a  natural  death,  becaufe  he  knew  they  niuft  be  completely 
latisficd  in   their    own    minds  that  there  was  no  ncceiCty    for 
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its  continuance.  He  knew  too  much  of  mankind  to  expert 
that  Minifters  would  come  forward  and  acknowledge  their 
error. .  Penitence  and  power  were  very  fcldom  travelling  com- 
panions together  in  the  fame  coach.  He  thought  that,  as  the 
prefent  bill  was  meant  folely  for  the  vindication  of  Minifters,  they 
made  a  decent  retreat,  by  not  prolonging  it  beyond  the  fcflion  oif 
Parliament ;  they  had  thus,  as  it  were,  paved  the  way  for  its  na- 
tural death,  and  he  wiflied  that  any  profpedl  as  foothing  and  con- 
folatory,  was  afforded  with  refpeft  to  the  ruinous  and  deftrudlivc 
yifzr  in  which  the  country  was  engaged. 

There  had  been  fome  propofitions  advanced  during  the  debate, 
which  appeared  to  him,  of  a  very  alarming  nature.  In  the  fir  ft 
place,,  there  had  been  a  kind  of  comparifon  drawn  between  the  cf- 
fedl  of  a  vcrdift  of  a  jury  and  the  determination  of  Committees  of 
both  Houfes  of  Parliament— Nothing  could  be  more  improper  than 
to  make  comparifons  of  this  nature,  particularly  when  there  wa3 
not  the  flightcfl  occafion  for  them — But  he  did  not  hcfitate  to  fay, 
that  if  even  the  time  (hould  happen  in  which  the  one  fiiould  be  put 
in  competition  with  the  other,  he  would  pay  fifty  times  more  refpect 
to  the  vcrdifl  of  a  jury  than  he  would  to  the  determination  of  a  Com- 
mittee of  cither  Houfe,  or  to  the  refolutions  of  both  Houfes  together, 
who,  upon  a  point  like  this,  could  only  be  confidcrcd  as  a  polipoal 
body.  He  remembered  a  coarfc  phrafc  of  Lord  Grantlcy,  whidi, 
though  con rfc,  was  certainly  juft,  "  That  he  fhould  regard  fuch  rc- 
foluticns  no  more  than  he  (hould  thofe  of  a  fct  of  drunken  porters.** 
Very  different  was  the  cafe,  with  rcfpeiS  to  a  jury  of  twelve  plain^ 
honcft,  impartial  men,  whom  the  Uw  felected  to  judge  of  the  merits 
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of  a  cafe,  and  whofe  veidtd  the  Confticution  decreed,  in  every  in* 
fiance,  to  be  final  and  decifive.  Aaidea,  equally  new  and  equally 
unfounded,  had  been  urged  during  the  debate ;  it  had  been  faid, 
that  an  acquittal  only  prevented  a  man  from  being  tried  again. 
This  do<5brinc  was  fubvcrfive  of  every  idea  he  had  formed  of  the 
lawof  England-r^The  tivil  law,  the  Roman  law,  and  the  old  French 
law,  all  had  difHnftions  in  their  mode  of  acquitting ;  but  the  £n- 
gliOi  law,  difdaining  fuch  idle  diftindtions,  faid  that  a  man  (hould 
be  pronounced  either  guilty  of  innocent.  He,  for  his  part,  did  not 
bdicve  that  there  was  any  fuch  confpiracy  as  had  been  allcdged,  not 
that  he  had  any  means  of  information  on  the  fubjedl,  but  becaufe 
Minifters,  with  all  their  power  and  all  their  vigilance,  had  not  been  ' 
able  to  bring  it  to  light.  If  there  was  no  fuch  cOnfpiracy,  it  was 
tmjuft  as  well  as  impolitic,  to  fow  new  diftrefs  at  a  moment  when 
the  fearful  fituatioh  of  the  country  called  for  all  its  union,  and  all 
its  cneigy.  If  there  was  a  dumb  difcontent,  fuch  as  had  prevailed 
in  fevccal  of  the  nations  on  the  Continent,  and  which  had  greatly 
accelerated  the  progrefs  of  the  French,  it  was  high  time  that,  inilead 
of  lowing  diflTcntions,  the  caufes  of  this  difcontent  (hould  be  removed. 
It  was,  in  his  mind,  the  fird  duty  of  a  Minifteir  to  make  the  King 
(atisfied  with  his  fubjedls,  and  the  fubje^ls  contented  with  their  So- 
vereign. With  rcfpeft  to  fome  allu(ions  which  had  been  made  to 
ambidous  feelings  in  a  part  of  the  prefent  oppofition,  he  could' 
not  fay  to  whom  they  applied.  If  meant  to  him,  he  (hould  treat 
die  imputation,  let  it  come  from  whatever  quarter  it  may,  with 
contempt.  It  was  a  charge,  and  on  this  fubje£t  he  could  appeal  to 
both  (ides  of  the  Houfe,  contradicted  by  the  uniform  tenor  of  his  life. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  lamented  that  a  fubjeft  of  fo 
much  importance  as  this  (hould  be  fo  much  mifunderdood.  The 
whole  qudtion  had  been  argued  as  if  this  was  an  entire  fufpcniion 
of  the  writ  of  Habeas  Corpus ;  inftead  of  which,  only  fo  much  of  the 
act  was  fufpended  as  related  to  treafon,  to  mifprifion  of  treafon,  and 
traitorous  praftices.  It 'wrts  certainly  true  that  there  ought  to  be 
ftrong  grounds  laid  before  Parliament  before  they  ever  give  their 
aflent  to  this  partial  fufpenfion,  but  he  thought  very  little  doubt 
ojuld  remain  in  the  minds  of  their  Lord(hips.upon  that  fubjecT. 
The  noble  Lords  who  oppofed  the  bill,  had  accfUied  Minifters  with 
wiflung  to  keep  to  thcmfelves  diis  extmorcf  nary  power ;  but  if  noble 
Lords  would  coniider  for  a  mometit,  it  was  a  moil  painful  duty  im* 
pofcd  upon  Minifters  rather .thaan  a  definable  objeft  for  them  to  ob- 
tain. The  only  <SfFeA  of  the  fufpenfion  was,  that  perfons  taken  up 
for  any.  of  the  offences  he  had  mentioned  befotei.>could  not  force  on 
their  trial  witlKii^the  iame  period  that  they  might  if  the  bill  did  not 
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pafs  ;  but  in  every  odier  vefyeA  Miniiiers  were  a»  much,  md  ifi- 
deed  more,  refponiible  than  they  would  be,  if  the  Habeas  Corpu 
a<^  were  in  force.  They  had  no  more*  authority  in  confequenee  of 
its  pailing  than  any  other  Magiftrates ;  they  were  anfweraUe  to 
Parliament  for  the  proper  ufe  of  this  power,,  suxd  they « were  rcfpoi»» 
lible  alfb  to  the  individuals  by  the  hw  of  the  country.  So  Satp. 
therefore,  from  its  being  a  dcfirable  object  to  Mrnifters,  it  muft  be 
dirc6^1y  the  rcverfe.  He  then  went  into  a  defcription  of  the  dreads 
fol  fy(tem  which  had  been  exhibited  in  France,  againft  which  the 
prefent  meafure  was  calculated  to  operate  as  a  pr^vcruive  and  guaid; 
He  drew  a  ftrong  pidure  of  a  fuppofed  fedrtion  in  this  country,  ^or-«« 
mant,  but  not  cxdngutf^ed,  and  ready  to  kindle  into  a  flame  with 
the  firft  opportunity.  The  machine  was  framed  and  organized^  and 
only  wanted  an  impulfe  to  pot  it  in  motion.  He  paid  fomc  h^i% 
compliments  to  die  Duke  of  Bedford,  bttt  fsidp  that  his  generous 
nature  was  fuch,  as  to  forbid  fufpicion. 

His  Lordffalp  obferved,  thdt  with  rcfped!  to  the  expreffion  of  the 
noble  Marqius  upon  the  tffkA  of  the  refolutions  of  either  Houfe,  and 
the  acoount  which  he  gave  of  the  aiTertion  of  another  Nobleman  upoA 
that  fubje(^,  he  was  perfe£Uy  ready  to  admit  th:  truth  of  Ac  re^ 
cital ;  the  flory  was  well  known  ;  for  the  coarfenefs  of  ^e  origi- 
nal fentencehad  made  a  deeper  imprefTion  than  it  would  have  done 
if  it  had  been  conveyed  in  more  civil  lax^age  v  but  then  it  was  not 
applied  to  the  idea  that  the  refolutions  of  cither  Houfe  of  Parliament 
were  to  be  dtfivgarded.  It  was  only  that  fuch  refolutions  could  not 
be  regarded  as  law,  nor  (t\ted  as  fuch  by  a  Judge  to  a  jury.  As 
to  the  idea  that  the  verdids  on  tlie  late  trials  mu(l  be  taken  as  proof 
of  the  innocence  of  parties,  he  was  ready  to  to  fay  that  he  eotdd  not 
come  to  the  fame  concluHon  which  fome  noble  Lords  had  arrived  at* 
The  operation  was  only  this— the  party  was,  by  the  acquittal,  re- 
ftocod  to  all  the  credit  he  had,  in  a  legal  fenfe,  prior  to  tiie  accufo- 
tion ;  but  the  principle  that  every  perfon  muft  be  deemed,  in  the 
<^inion  of  every  man  who  heard  his  trial,  pcrfedly  innocent,  was 
neither  confonant  to  common  fenfe  nor  to  the  pradice  of  the  law- 
He  wilhed  their  Lordfhips  to  reflcdt  on  the  poITible  confcquence  of 
the  dodlrinc,  that  the  verdiA  of  a  jury  could  not  be  reviewed  or  de- 
liberated upon ;  what  would  then  become  of  men  who  might  be 
found  guilty  by  miftike,  or  by  felfe  evidence,. or  any  other  drcum- 
fbiffb  whi(^  might  attend  a  trial  ?  the  perfon  convicted  of  a  capital 
offence  could  not  be  pardoned  by  the  Crown  ;  for  if  the  verdi£l  was 
to  be  coniidered  at  all  events  pcrfeA^  it  muft  be  abfolute  on  the 
unfavourable,  as  well  as  on  the  favourable  tide.  No  perfon  who 
had  ever  attended  tbe  circuit,  or  who  attended  to  the  Rscordcr'si 
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itpctt,  nvouM  agree  to  that>  becaufe  it  tended  to  deprive  'many 
unfortunate  perfbns  of  Ac  mercy  of  the  Crown.  The  only 
legal  effed  of  any  verdict  was,  that  a  pcrfoh  acquitted  (hould 
not  bfr  tried  again  upon  the  fame  charge,  but  fhould  be  reftored  to 
his  fbriner  rights.  There  was  no  man  who  had  filled  the  character 
of  a  Judge,  who  did  not  often  recommend  perfons  to  mercy  who  had 
been  convided,  on  thp  ground  of  their  innocence  ;  therefore  if  the 
propofition  were  once  hid  down  broadly,  and  taken  as  equally  bind- 
ii^  CTch  way,  it  would  be  produftive  of  confequenccjr  very  injurious 
to  humanity.  The  noble  Lord,  then  took  a  view  of  the*ftatc  of  af- 
£iirs  at  the  periods  in  which  this  adl  had  formerly  been  fufpended, 
and  compared  the  danger  of  thof<^  times  with  the  prefent,  proving 
how  infinitely  more  critical  and  alarming  the  prefent  period  was. 
With  regard  to  the  power  winch  was  faid  to  be  given  to  Miniftets 
by  diis  bill,  he  could  only  fay,  that  inflcad  of  regarding  it  as  a 
power  to  be  envied,  he  thought  it  a  duty  to  be  lamented  ;  and  he 
^ws  ccmfidcnt  that  the  loyal  part  of  the  Jfcople  expedtcd  the  bill  to 
pafs  as  a  meafure  for  their  prote^ion. 

Lord  AUCKLAND  expreffed  it  as  his  opinion  that  there  cxift- 
ed  in  this  country  at  this  moment  a  great  many  feditious  perfons, 
and  that  if  Parliament  did  not  grant  to  Minifters  the  J)ower  which 
this  bill  was  intended  to  give  to  them,  they  would  be  guilty  of  very 
cuIpaUe  negfigence. 

The  queftion  was  then  put  and  carried  without  a  divifion.- 
The  Duke  of  BEDFORD  faid,  that  the  refult  of  tlie  motion 
which  he  lately  made  in  that  Houfc,  was  fo  diffatisfa<Sory  to  him, 
and  the:  fubjed  which  it  involved  fc  important  and  intcrclVmg  to  the 
public,  that  he  (hould  bring  forward  another  motion  of  a  fimilar  na- 
ture, which  he  trufted,  Mould  have  the  cfFcd  of  inducing  Minifters 
to  make  a  more  explicit  declaration  of  their  fcniimcnts.  He  give 
notice  that  he  fliould  bring  forward  this  motion  on  Thurfday 
fe'nnight,  and  moved  that  the  Hqufe  (hould  be  fummoned.— 
Ordered. 

The  following  PROTEST  agalnft  the  pafTing  of  the  bill  for  fuf- 
pending  the  Habeas  Corpus  Aft,  ^^'as  on  Wcdncfday  entered 
on  the  Journals  of  ;hc  Houfe  of  Lords  : 

DiJTerUiektg  "  Die  Merct^-ii^  4  Feb,  2795. 

Bccaufc,  whatever  pretence  tTiefre  may  have  cxifted  in  the  laft  fcflioa 
ot  Parliament  for  fulpcncHng  the  Habeas  Corpus  A6t,  that  pretence  is 
ttow  removed  ;  the  partial  ex  parte  examlnnriun  of  the  Committees  of 
Parliament  having  been  refuted  by  the  verdicts  of  juries,  who,  with  la« 
^ur  uacxainpled  in  legal  annah  in  this  country,  '«tter  duly  wcighii]| 
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thp  evidence  on  both  fides,  acquitted  the  peribns  indiAed  for  a  treafon- 
.  able  confpiracy. 

1.  Becaufe  iotentions  hodlle  to  the  Conditution  being  entertained  by 
perfons,  (tw  in  number,  and  devoid  of  weight  and  confequence  in  the 
country,  do  not  judify  the  depriving  all  the  people  of  Great  Britain  of 
that  fecurity  which  our  laws  fo  anzioufly  provide  for  perfonal  libert}^. 

3.  Becaufe  we  find,  that  as  foon  as  thefe  plots  and  confpiracies 
(which  have  heretofore  caufcd  the  fufpcnfion  of  the  people's  right  to 
their  Habeas  Corpus)  had  been  dealt  with  according  to  law,  and  that 
the  confpirators  had  been  convicted  and  punifhed,  the  danger  being 
over,  the  fufp/?nfion  had  dropr.  In  the  fame  manner,  when  the  proved 
innocence  of  the  accufed  have  negatived  the  fuppofcd  confpiracy,  and 

"  when  it  is  not  even  pretended  th^t  any  new  or  other  plot  cxifts,  to  con- 
tinue to  fufpcnd  this  great  and  eirential  fafeguard  of  our  freedom,  is 
equaUv  contrary  to  the  example  fet  us  by  our  ancedors,  and  inconlidenc 
wi^h  that  ])rote6lion  which,  as  legtilators,  we  are  bound  to  afford  to  the 
perfonal  fecurity  of  all  our  fellow-fubjcCls, 

4.  Becaufe  we  confider  that  the  national  fplrit  of  £ngli(h  freedom, 
to  which  was  owing  Mb  high  place  that  we  once  held  amid  fur  rounding 
nations,  is  either  checked  or  deadened  by  caufelefs  a£ts  of  defpotifm  ; 
or  that  the  difguft  neccfi'arily  generated  by  fuch  a  conduct  is  likely  (if 
any  thing  can  produce  fuch  an  effe^  upon  this  free  and  enlightened 
nation)  to  raife  a  fpirit  of  difafiie^^ion  even  to  the  Conditution  itfelf. 

J.  Becaufe,  when  we  trace  tHe  hiftory  of  the  Habeas  Corpus  A£t,  we 
£nd,  among  other  fecurities  from  oppreilion,  it  was  chiefly  meant  to 
enfure  to  the  fubje6t  a  fpcedy  trial,  when  accufed  of  trcafon  or  treafbn- 
able  practices,  and  to  avert  the  tyranny  of  tedious  imprifonment  for 
thofe  crimes.  We  conceive,  therefore,  that  if  the  Legiilature  is,  upon 
all  occafions  of  fufpicion  of  traitorous  a^ls,  to  fufpend  the  operation  of 
that  mod  important  and  invaluable  dacute,  fecurity  to  the  fubjed  mufl 
be  removed  at  the  very  crifis,  and  in  the  very  cale  when  it  was  meant 
by  the  wife  and  enlightened  framers  of  that  law  mod  to  ihield  and 
•  protect  him. 

(Signed)  Guilford,  Norfolk,  E.  IVI. 

BfiOFORD,  Lauderdale. 

fVednefdayy   4th  February. 

Lord  GRENVILLE  laid  before  their  Lordfhips  a  nricfTagc  from 
His  Majefly,  relative  to  the  loan  of  four  milHoas  to  be  ncgoci^ted 
in  favour  of  his  Imperial  Majcfty  on  his  hereditary  dominions,  un- 
der the  guarantee  of  both  Houfcs  of  Parliament.—  [For  a  copy  of 
the  meffage,  fee  the  proceedings  of  the  Commons  of  the  fame  date.] 

Lord  (Srcnville  then  moved,  "  That  His,  Majcfly*s  meffage  be 
taken  into  conGdcration  on  Monday  next.     Ordered. 

The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE  objcftcd  to  this  meffage,  as  con- 
veyed in  terms  of  ambiguity  which  he  did  not  clearly  undcrftand.— ■ 
He  wiflied  to  know,  firft,  whether  the  fum  of  money  mcndoned 
in  the  meffage  to  have  already  bpcn  advanced,  was  to  be  included 
in  the  loan  of  four  millions  demanded   by  the  Emperof,  or  in  the 
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£utfaer  loan  propofcd  by  His  Maje%  ?  Secondly^  what  lum  had 
been  advancnl  i  and  3dly,  what  fecurity  had  been  given  by  the 
Emperor  that  tbcfc  200,000  efFedive  men  would  really  make 
their  appearance  in  the  field  next  campaign  ?  This  laft  queftion  he. 
particularly  infilled  upon  as  indifpenfab]y  neceOary  to  convince  him» 
as  a  Member  of  Parliament,  and  the  People,  that  their  money  was 
not  likely  to  be  thrown  away,  as  it  had  been  on  another  ally  of  this 
country. 

Lord  GRENVILLE  did  not  feel  bimfclf  difpofcd  to  anfwer 
quei)ions  whicii  he  confidered  as  premature,  and  could  not  be  an- 
fwcred  with  certainty,  the  negociation  not  being  yet  concluded  ; 
but  the  noble  Earl  might  move  tor  papers  on  the  fubjedV. 

The  Elarl  of  LAUDERDALE  drew  a  diftinftion  between  the 
loan  of  four  millions  demanded  by  the  Emperor  for  the  aiTifhnce  of 
200,000  men,  and  that  afterwards  propofed  by  His  Majefty  ;  the 
firfi,  he  £iid,  being  doubtlefs  concluded,  Minifters  ought  to  be  en- 
abled to  ftateto  the  Houfc  what  fecurity  the  Emperor  had  given  for 
tlK  performance  of  his  contradt. 

Lord  DARNLEY  felt  no  hefitation  in  declaring,  that  unlefs  a 
reafonable  ground  were  given,  to  fatisfy  his  mind  and  that  of  the 
Public,  that  thefe  men  promifed  by  the  Emperor  (hould  adhially 
appear  in  the  field,  he  would  not  confent  to  the  loan. 

The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE  then  gave  notice,  that  he  would 
to-morrow  move  for  documents  refped^ing  the  fums  already  advanced 
to  the  Emperor,  and  of  the  fecurity  offered  for  the  conditions  of  the 
loan. 

Thurfdayy   ^th  Fehruary. 

The  Houfe  haying  gone .  through  feme  private  bufincfs,  the 
Speaker,  with  fevcral  Members  of  the  Commons,  attended  9t  the 
bar,  when  the  Royal  aflent  was  given  to  the  bill  for  fufpending  the 
Habeas  Corpus  nft,  after  which  it  pafied  into  a  law. 

The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE  rofc  to  make  his  promifed  mo- 
tions. For  the  fake  of  perfpicuity,  his  Lordfliip  faid,  he  would 
put  thefe  feparatcly.  He  fhould  move,  fir  ft,  "  That  the  docu- 
ments relative  to  all  the  different  fums  already  advanced  to  his  Im- 
perial Majefty,  with  the  dates  whew  paid,  ihould  be  laid  before 
that  Houfe  ;"  fecondly,  "  (he  fecurity  which  we  had  received  for 
thefe  arms  ;*'  and  thirdly,  "  what  fecurity  wc  were  to  have  that 
thofc  two  hundred  thoufand  men,  for  whom  the  Emptror  was  to 
have  four  millions  flcrllng  advanced,  would  aflually  take  the  fkld." 
His  Lordffaip  then  faid,  that  the  whole  of  this  bufincfs  was  fuch  a 
jumble  ^  would  requite  a  g(X)d  ccal  of  ingenuity  to  unravel.     It 
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was  his  duty  to  have  the  plot  inveftigatcd,  as  there  never  was,  nor 
nevef  eame  before  that  Houfe»  a  more  novel  and  ntore  interdting 
fubjc6l  of  debate.  His  Lordfiiip  obferved^  that  the  perfons  con- 
cerned in  thefe  money  negpciations  were  gainers  to  a  very  ^extraor- 
dinary amount.  His  Lordfhip  then  made  fome  remarks  on  tha 
double  meaning  of  His  Majefty's  meffage,  as  the  fentences  were 
divided  in  fuch  a.  manner,  as  that  it  might  be  underftood  two  or 
three  different  ways  ;  that  part  which  hinted  that  if  his  Imperial 
Majefty's  wifhes,  with  refpe3  to  a  greater  fum  than  four  millions, 
^ere  complied  with,  he  would  be  ftiil  the  more  enabled  to  make 
greater  exertions  in  the  common  caufe ;  he  confeflcd  he  couid  not 
fee  how  far  it  ihight  be  carried,  or  where  it  was  to  end ;  but  furely 
His  Majefty's  Minifters  at  Vienna  mufl  t^  acquainted  with  thefe 
dreumfbnces*  When,  laftyear,  his  Lordfhip  obfervod,  we  l^d 
entered  into  engagements  of  nearly  a  fimilar  nature,  we  were  moft 
woefully  diiapi)ointed  in  our  expeditions  ;  for  the  King  of  Prtiffia 
did  not  even  march  thofe  men  for  whom  we  had  ftipulated  and  paid, 
into  the  field ;  and  though  we  had  Commiflioners  appointed  to 
watch  over  the  motions  of  thefe  armies,  and  fee  that  the  Grenerals 
did  their  duty,  neverthelefs  his  PrufTian  Majeily  found  means  to 
elude  all  our  vigilance  and  precaution.  His  PrufTian  Majefly  was 
paid  ioo,oool.  for  marching  men  back  vriio  never  advanced,  and 
anodier  fum  for  marching  troops  forward  which  were  never  put  in 
motion  :  he  did  not  know,  but  in  the  prefent  inftance,  we  might 
be  treated  in  a  (imtlar-  manner ;  and  it  was  for  this  rcafon  that  be 
wifhed  to  know,  on  the  prefent  buiinefe,  what  fecurity  we  bad  to 
■cxpcfl  on  the  part  of  the  Emperor  for  tlie  performance  of  the  en- 
gagements entered  into. 

Lord  GRENVILLE  faw  no  reafon  to  objeft  to  the  firft  propo- 
(ition  included  in.  the  Addrcfs.  The  two  others  he  could  not  but 
objedl  to,  as  interfering  with  an  objeft  at  prefent  arranging  between 
the  Cabinets  of  Vienna  and  London.  With  rdpeft  to  the  noble 
Lord's  queries,  he  could  at  prefent  anfwer  fome  of  them,  Tht 
fums  already  advanced  toHis  Imperial  Majefty  were  about  400,000!. 
——His  Imperial  Majefty,  his  Lordfhip  faid,  had  rendered  very 
eiTcntial  fervices  to  the  common  caufc  for  this  moncv,  and  had  ccn- 
tributed  very  much,  though  unfuccefsfiilly,  to  rcprcfs  the  progrcfj* 
of  the  enemy.  With  rcfpcA  to  the  fccarity  we  were  to  .expe£^,  the 
noble  Earl  afks  what  is  it  t  The  Emperor  himfclf,  faid  the  ndblc 
Secretary,  is  to  pay  the  intcreft  of  this  money,  however  high  it  may 
be,  and  the  principal  he  was. engaged  to  difcharge  out  of  the  reve- 
nues of  his  hereditary  dominions  ;  and,  as  to  the  fulfilling  of  the 
engagements,  it  .was  g,s  much  His  Imperial  Majefty's  intcreft 'to 
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fulfil  them  fHASuHy,  as  it  was  ours  that  he  (hotild  do' fo.-— Great 
and  impoitant  forvkes,  he  was  Aire,  could  be  rendered  to  the  com- 
mon caufe  hf  die  Emperor ;  and  we  were  to  tmft  to  his  good  faith 
for  die  fulfilling  of  thofe  engagements.*-- We  were  not,  his  Lordlhip 
bidj  to  judge  aU  fay  the  ill-faith  of  die  King  of  PrulTia ;  if  we  di4 
hf  what  allies  could  we  confide  in  ?  or  what  alliances  could  we 
cuter  into  ?  We  muft  in  future  renounce  all  treaties  and  negodations, 
fhodd  wc  judge  all  by  die  conduft  of  that  Monarch. — But  he  was 
certain^  notwtthftanding  the  tergiverfiEtion  of  the  Khig  of  Phifllia, 
that  treaties  mi^  be  entered  into  and  executed  with  fidelity.  The 
motions  were  then  put  iingly — ^the  firft  pafTed,  and  the  two  others 
were  negatived.^— ^In  courfe,  an  Addrefs  will  be  prefented  to  His 
M^cfly,  praying  t)uit  he  will  be  gracioufly  pleafed  to  lay  before  the 
Hottfe  an  account  of  fums  advanced  to  the  Emperor. 

Friday,  6th  February. 

No  debate. 

Monday,  gth  February. 

Lord  GREN VILLE  hioved  the  order  of  the  day  for  takir^  into 
eonfideration  His  Majefty's*  mefTage  relative  to  the  Auftrian  loan. 
The  order  being  read,  together  with  the  mefTage,    Lord  Grcnvillc 
lofe  to  move  an  Addrefe  to  His  Majefty.     He  proceeded  to  obfcrve 
that  their  Lordfhips  had,  on  fo  many  occafions,  manifefled  it  to  be 
Acir  opinion,  that  the  prefcnt  war  ought  to  he  carried  on  with  vi- 
^ur,  diat  it  would  be  unncccflary  for  him  to  fay  any  thing  to  im- 
prefs  that  opinion  upon  the  Houfe :  the  main  objedV  now. was  to  dif- 
tii^ih  the  ftcps  that  ought  to  be  taken  to  carry  that  purpofe  into 
w£t.     It  lyas  unquedionably  true  that  we  ought  to  confide  much 
in  our  naval  ftrength,  and  avail  ourfelves  of  our  iAfular  fituation. 
for  this  purpofe  he  mairitained  it  to  be  his  opinion,  as  it  had  been 
the  uniform  opinion  of  the  bcfl  Statefmen  that  this  country  ever  had, 
toboaA  of,  that  we  fhould  keep  up  a  coniiderable  continental  alliance^ 
to  carry  esctenfive  military  operations  againft  France,  in  order  to  di- 
vert het  from  the  exertions  which  otherwife  (he  would  be  enabled  ta 
aiake  at  fea  againft  us.     This  opinion,  he  faid,  was  fo  fortified  by 
experience,  that  he  did  not  believe  that  any  one  of  their  Lordfhif  • 
could  doubt  it  for  a  mpment ;  the  brightcft  pages  in  our  naval  hiftoryt 
be  faid,  were  thofe  which  recorded  the  battles  wc  had  fought  at  feat 
while  we  had  thefc  military  alliances  to  divert  the  enemy.     It  was 
^ipondiis  principle  that  the  loan,  which  occafioned  the  mcflfage  now 
Wore  the  Houie,  was  propofed,  a  meafure,  the  neccflity  of  which 
^  trolled  was  evident,  under  the  prcfent  circumiiances,  to  ever; 
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one  of  their  LordHhips.  To  him  it  appeared  fo  evident,  that  if  the 
whole  of  the  money  propoled  to  be  borrowed  was  to  be  entirely  facri-  ~ 
ficed,  he  fliould,  at  this  time^  all  circumftanccs  con(idered>  advife 
it  to  be  given  to  the  Emperor^  rather  than  lofe  the  opportunity  of 
jailing  ourfelves  of  the  effential  afliftance  which  His  Imperial  Ma- 
jcRj  would,  by  this  meafure,  be  able  to  lend  to  the  tommon  caufe. 
The  nature  of  this  war  requtred  on  the  part  of  the  allies,  that  thofe 
who  had  naval  ftrength,  (hould,  to  the  utmofi,  exert  their  naval 
flrcngth;  and  thofe  whoTe  pecuniary  refources  were  great,  (hould 
aid  with  money  thofe  great  military  powers  who  ftood  in  need  of  it. 
This  was  the  relative  iituation  of  this  country  and  the  Emperor :  his 
military  power  was  great,  but  he  was  deficient  in  pecuniary  refources. 
Gur  pecuniary  refources  were  very  great,  and  we  wanted  his  milK 
tary  aiTiftancc.  In  this  iituation,  he  thought  the  meafure  now  pro- 
pofed  the  moft  advifcable  that  could  be  adopted  under  all  circum- 
ftanccs,  as  being  the  moft  likely  to  bring  the  war  to  an  honourable 
concluiion.  It  was  to  be  obferved  that  this  was  not  In  the  nature 
of  a  fubfidy  to  the  Emperor,  or  ultimately  to  have  the  c3e£t  that 
the  Public  was  to  pay  the  money.  It  was  to  be  borrowed  of  indi- 
viduals in  this  country,  and  we  were  only  to  guarantee  the  payment 
in  the  event  of  the  Emperor  being  unable  to  do  fo.  His  Lordfliip  . 
then  proceeded  to  ftatc  the  terms  of  the  loan,  and  maintained  that 
tlie  fecurit>'  of  the  Emperor  in  this  cafe  was  greater  tl^an  any  that 
had  ever  been  offered  on  any  former  foreign  loan.  As  to  the  real 
difpofitlon  of  His  ImjKrial  Majefty  to  perform  every  article  in  the 
Hipulation,  his  Lordfhip  faid  he  entertained  no  doubt.  In  cenfi- 
dcring  the  affairs  of  nations,  the  bcft  way  to  judge  of  the  probability 
of  any  power  fulfilling  its  engagements,  was  to  confider  what  was 
its  intercft,  and  judging  of  the  Court  of  Vienna  by  jthat  tcft,  he 
was  confident  that  the  ftipulations  on  the  part  of  the  Emperor  wouldv. 
be  all  moft  punctually  performed,  for  he  was  a  Prince  who  had  more  ' 
to  gain  by  fuccefs,  and  more  to  lofe  by  defeat,  in  the  prcfcnt  con- 
teft,  than  any  other  power  on  the  Continent  ^  befidcs  he,  for  one, 
was  ready  to  contend  tliat  a  great  deal  of  confid<:ncc  ought  to  be  re- 
pofed  in  the  well  known  good  faith  and  honour  of  the  Houfe  of  Au- 
ftria,  fo  that  all  points  confidered,  he  thought  that  the  rcat  rifk 
which  we  ran  by  this  loan,  amounted  to  little,  and.almoft  nothing. 
But,  on  the  other  hand,  Iiq  faw  not  only  rifk,  but  alfo  much  dan- 
ger, if  this  meafure  was  not  adopted  ;  for,  in  thnt  cafe,  the  prodi- 
gious effects  of  the  unnatural  efforts  of  the  French,  would  not  be 
checked  in  time,  and  they  would  in  confcqucnce  have  an  opportunity 
of  recovering  themfelves  from  the  fituation,  into  which,  if  properly 
oppofed,  they  muft  foon  fall. .  Upon  all  thcfc  grounds,  he  propofed 
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to  the  Houfe  an  Addrefs  to  His  Majcft)',  to  thank  him  for  his  gra- 
cious communicatloR  from  the  Throne,  and  to  affure  His  Majefty^ 
&c.-*-His  Lordftiip  haying  moved  the  Addrefs,  which  correfponds 
entirely  with  the  Meflage, 

The  Marquis  of  LANSDOWNE  obfcrvcd,  that  nothing  but 
the  great  importance  of'thefubjeft.ftiould  have  induced  him  in  the 
prcfcnt  condition  of  his  health  to  deliver  his  fentimenfs  in  that  Houfe. 
He  never  approved  of  the  prefent  war,  but  for  the  prcfent  moment, 
S^r  the  fake  of  argument,  he  would  fet  that  queftion  afide,  and  con- 
fine himfclf  to  obfervations  on  the  fabftancc  of  what  the,  noble  Se- 
cretary of  State  had  faid  to-night.     He  differed  entirely  from  the 
noble  Lord  Cipon  the  fubjedl  of  continental  alliance.     He  was  fony 
to  differ  from  that  noble  Lord  upon  matters  of  fadl,  but  fo  far  were 
the  heft  politicians  that  this  country  ever  had  to  boaft  of  from  agree- 
ing in  the  fentim<ents  which  that  noble  Lord  had  juft  conveyed  to 
the  Houfe,  that  they  were  all  of  an  oppofite  opinion ;  he  need  not 
name  them  all,  he  fbould  only  allude  to  fome  of  them  ;  he  meant 
the  anceftors  of  His  Majefty's  prefent  Miniftcrs ;  thefe  great  -men 
had  ranfacked  the  Englirti  language  to  reprobate  the  extravagance 
of  our  German  alliances,  alliances  that  were  trifling  in  comparifon 
to  that  into  which  we  were  now  about  to  enter  into.     As  to  the 
bright  pages  of  our  hiftory,  he  did  not  agree  that  they  were  thofc 
^hich  recorded  our  German  conncvSions.     Here  his  Lordlhip  took 
a  (hort  view  of  our  hiftory  fince  the  revolution,  and  maintained, 
that  from  the  whole  of  it  tnken  together,  experience  taught  us  to 
i«-*c  the  ra(hncfs,  the  folly,  and  the  madncfs  of  all  extravagant  con- 
tinental connc6iioris,  at  all  times  and  under  all  circumllanccsj  but 
nwrc  efpecially  at  this  time  and  under  the  prefent  circumftanccs. 
He  wiflicd  this  mcafure  to  be  deliberated  upon  for  fomc  time,  ir^ 
^rdcr  that  the  people  might  be  brought  to  think  ujx)n  it,  and  if  af- 
^^^  having  thought  upon  it  they  remained  indiiTerent,    inftead  of 
barking  it  with  the  moft  decided  difapprobation,    he  protefted  to 
^^od  he  believed  this  country  would  very  foon  be  ruined ;    fi^re  he 
^vas  he  could  have  no  inducement  to  come  into  that  Houfe,  for  his 
attendance  there  could  be  of  no  ufc  whatever.     Good  God  !  was  it 
to  be  borne  with  patience  that  from  a  loan  of  two  millions.  Mini- 
vers ftioi^ld  jump  all  at  once  into  a  loan  of  twenty-fix  millions  of 
nioncy  to  be  raifpd  out  of  the  pocketi  of  the  people  of  this  country, 
who  never  had,  who  never  could  have  any  return  for  it  but  diftrefs 
*nJ  mifcry  ?  The  indifference  in  the  country  to  the  incrcafc  of  pub- 
lic burdens  appeared  to  him  to  proceed  from  a  fort  of  infatuation 
*hich  rendet^d  them  carelefs  of  the  increafe  of  their  debt,  when  it 
PK  beyond  a  certain  fum ;   and  it  ftrongly  reminded  him  of  the 
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fcenes  he  had  beheld  when  a  young  mart,,  where  pcrfom,  who  at 
the  beginning  of  a  night  of  gaming,    would  at  firft  be  extrenicly 
cautious  of  ftaking  larger  fums  than  five  or  ten  guineas,  but  after 
lofing  confiderably,    no  longer  regarded  what  they  played  for,   but 
^ould,   with  more  indifTcrcncc,  ftnkc  thoufandB,  than  at  firft  they 
had  ten.     The  noble  Lord  had  hid  a  gtx)d  deal  on  the  intereft 
which  the  Emperor  had  in  carrying  on  the  war,  now,  for  his  part, 
he  did  not  fee  any  fuch  intercft.      That  thi  Emperor  wanted  an  in- 
demnity for  what  he  had  loft  he  liad  no  doubt,  he  would  dare  to 
fay  he  did,    and  he  bclievcti  that  he  intended  to  be  indeftinified; 
\f\it  then  it  was  at  the  exjM:ncc  of  this  country."     Suppofe  tlic  French 
ihould  be  able  to  fccurc  Bavaria  to  the  Emperpr,  would,  he  then 
proceed  in  this  war  ?  .  *'  No^"  faid  his  Lolrdfhip,    **  I  will   be 
*^  hanged  if  he  does."     Having  made  many  obfcrvations  to  Oicw 
it  was  not,  likely  to  be  the  intercft  of  the  Emperor  to  continue  the 
^ar,  his  Lordihip  took  notice  of  the  reliance  which  ought   to  be 
had  on  the  good  faith  of  the  Court  of  Vienna,  and  of  its  honour  in 
the  fulfilment  of  pecuniary  eng.i|.^cmcnts  ;    upcm  this  part  of  the 
fubjcdl  he  had  not  any  plcafing  recollection  of  the  paft,  and  confc- 
quently  no  very  flattering  profpccl  of  the  future.      If  attention  -were 
paid  to  hiftor}^,  it  would  be  fguixi,  that  Audria  had  kept  to  her  en- 
gagements no  longer  than  it  fuited  her  purpofc.      In  the  war  in 
Queen  Anne's  time,  her  defcrtion  of  this  country  was  notorious^ 
The  Silefian  loan  V/as  another  flagrant  inftance  of  her  breach  of 
faith :  flie  (hamcfullv  turned  that  over  to  Pruflia,  and  this  countrv 
had  not  the  courage  to  f^op  the  payment  of  the  fums^iic  to,  her  out 
of  the  fabfidfcs  afterwards  j)aid  to  tlic  King  of  PruJTia|     We  had 
therefore  no  great  reafon  for  dependiiig  on  rhc  good  faith  of  Auftria. 
A  great  deal  had  been  faid  of  the  fecurity  offered  to  the  pcrforis  en- 
gnged  in  the  loan,  and  it  had  been  called  the  greatcft  fecurity  that 
had 'been  ever  ofiered  by  one  power  to  another.      In  the  firft  place, 
it  was  notorious  that  the  Bank  at  Vienna  Vt  as  completely  under  the 
influence  of  the  Court ;  arid  the  good  faith  of  fliat  Court  towards 
the  Bank  was  manifefted  by  an  infidious  reduction  of  the  public 
creditors,  firft  from  fix  to  four  per  cent,  and  afterwards  to  three 
ahd  a  half,  by  informing  them  that  thofe  which  did  not  chafe  to 
accept  that  intercft  might  have  their  capital  paid  to  them.     It  was 
not  true,   that  this  was  the  largeft  fecurity  which  had  ever  been 
given.     Not  to  mention  Queen  Elixabeth*s  loan  to  the  Dutch, 
tvhen  (he  had  the  cautionary  towns  as  fccnrjty,    he  wifhcd  their 
Lordfliips  to  recoUeft  the  Dutch  loan  to  Ruflia,  when  they  had  the 
cuftom-houfc  of  Riga  given  lip  to  them,  and  their  own  commiffa- 
rics  there  to  take  i^re  of  their  intereft.     If  Minifters  had  had 


ibiDC  fecuri^  of  this  nature,  he  £hould  have  been  more  .inclined  to 
agree  with  them  on  that  fubjcdl.     It  was  abfurd  to  talk  of  the  fecu- 
rity  of  fuch  a  power  as  Aufhia  had  been  admitted  to  be ;.  a  power 
whofe  country 'contained  twenty  millions  of  inhabitants,  but  whidi 
was  not  able  to  raife  .four  millioi)s  of  liionev.    He  wiflied  their  Lord- 
(hips  to  recolledl,  that  we  had  not  yet  been  paid,  and  now  moft 
probably  never  fhould,  the  quota  which  the  Dutch  were  to  advance 
on  die  Pruflian  fubfidy  ^  yet  the  fame  language  was  now  held  out 
which  was  at  that  time..     Could  they  point  oyt  any  fecurity  in  tfe 
Bank  of  Vienna  againft  accidents  greater  than  they  had  done  for- 
merly with  refpeft  to  the  Bank  of  Arhfterdam  ?     Did  it  not  now 
plainly  appear  that  all  this  was  nothing  more  than  an  attempt  to 
i)onpw  money,  the  return  of  which  it  would  be  childifh  in  the 
people  of  this  country  to  cxpeft?  pid  die  noble  Secretary  of  .State 
believe,  that  the  people  of  this  country  could  afford  this  wafte  of 
tbeir^treafurc,  fuppofing  them  to  be  ftupid  enough  to  give  it  away.? 
He  had  heard  mucji  faid  of  the  finances  of  this  country  ;  but  Mi- 
niftcrs  might  as  well  pretend  that  they  had  an  elixir  of  immortality, 
as  to  fay  that  the  finances  of  this  country  are  infinite  ;  the  truth  in- 
deed wais,  that  our  finances  would  come  to  an  end  ihuch  fooner  than 
fome  perfons  in  this  country  apprehended,  if  fuch  a  fyftcm  as  this 
was  in  reality  tobe  adopted.     The  noble  Secretary  of  State  had  in- 
fixed much  on  making  a  diverfion  for  tlie  forces  of  the  French  on 
the  continent ;  by^the  word  diverfion,  he  w'ould  underftand  to  be 
implied,  that  the  force  ori  the  continent  were,  inferior  to  other  forces 
which  we  Ifiad  employed  In  our  feryice^    and  that  the  main  body 
were  fortiewhere  elfe ; ,  but  was  this  the  cafe  ?J    Had  we  taken  any 
extraordinary  care  of  the  Weft  Indies?    No,  fo  far  from  it,  wc 
had  centred  our  ftrengtli  in  conjunc3:ion  with 'the  allies  on  the  Con- 
tinent, where  wc  had  Been  defeated,  and  wc  had  looked  lijwn  every 
thing  clfe  with  a  ftepmother*s  eye.     The  noble  Secretary  of  State 
had  maintained  that  tlie  Emperor,    all  circumftanccs  conlideredj 
was  the  molt  to  be  depended  upon  in  this  contefl  againft  the  French, 
but  his  Lordftiip  had  not  adverted  to  the  geographical  fituatron  of 
the  parties.     The  forces  of  the  Emperor  muft  come  from  Vienna, 
and  of  all  the  iron /frontier  which  made  P'rance  almoft  impregnable, 
the  neared  of  the  places  to  whi^h  the  Auftrian  troops  could  march, 
in  order  to  Attack  the  Frencli,  was  not  Icfs  than  three  hundred  mjlcs ; 
would  the  noble  Secretary  of  State  refledl  on  the  probability  of  fuc- 
cc^  againfl  the  Frciich,  who  would  thus  be  fighting  on  their  own 
.ground,  and  the  ^iiflrians,  who  were  obliged  to  endure  the  hard- 
ftiips  (rf  a  march  of  three  hundred  miles  i    He  might  perhaps  be 
a&cd,  what  bctter.could  we.do  under  the  prefc^it  circumftanccs  ^ 
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dur  affairs  ?  to  which  he  would  anfwer^  that  almoft  any  thing  elfc 
was  better  than  this.     Had  we  taken  any  meafure  txx  improve  oat 
marine  force }     Had  we  aikcd  Sweden  or  Denmark  to  ailift  us  with 
(hips  ?  one  million  of  the  very  money,  propofed  to  be  given  away, 
for  fo  it  would  be  by  this  loan,  wouldhave  given  us  the  fovercignty 
of  the  North  Seas,  and  proted  our  Baltic  trade ;  but,  no,  all  thofc 
advantages  were  to  be  negledted*,   for  the  purpofe  of  adherit^  to 
the  deftruftive  fyftcm  of  German  policy.     We  Ihould  have  applied 
the  fum  to  the  aid  of  our  own  navy ;    if  we  had  as  many  (hips^ 
and  as  hiany  men  as  we  could  well  employ,  wc  ihould  inftitute  a 
fund  for  the  relief  and  encouragement  of  failors— one  half  of  the 
money  now  propofed  would  raife  a   fund  fufBcient  to  make  thou- 
fands  of  our  failors  happy;  but  we  ncglcfted  the  only  men  on  whoxfi 
the  whole  of  our  fafety  depended,  and  gave  our  wealth  away  to 
thofe  who  could  be  of  no  fervice.     Had  the  wages  of  the  faUox^ 
been  raifed,  or  liad  any  extraordinary  encouragement  been  held  out 
to  them  ?    No :  but  the  military  had.     This  was  the  moft  deftruc- 
tive  policy  that  tliis  country  could  adopt ;  but  Miniftcrs,  it  feeraed, 
\v  ere  determined  to  try  the  patience  of  the  people.     He  did  not  like 
to  dwell  on  points  that  muft  pierce  the  heart ;  but  he  could  not  hfclp 
adverting  to  tlie  fituation  of  the  poor  of  this  country.     One- fourth  of 
the  money  now  to  be  facrificed  to  German  policy  would  raife  a  fund 
,  for  the  poor,  which  would  enable  them  all  to  .purchafe  bread  at  fix 
pence,  for  which  they  are  now  giving  nine  pence,  and  in  coftfequence 
of  which  they  are  almoft  ftarving.     Having  faid  this,  he  declared 
before  God  he  forefaw,  that  if  this  policy  was  followed,  the  country 
murt  be  ruined.  ,    What  he  faid,  he  intended  for  the  public  good^ 
and  were  he  Mintfter  to-morrow,    the  only  advice  he  could  give 
for  the  profe:ution  of  this  war,  if  profecutcd  it  muft  be,    was   ta 
narrow  It,  and  to  bring  it  more  within  ourowngrafp,  and  the  only 
way  to  do  fo  was  to  Cut  off  the  German  excrefcence  of  it;      He 
therefore  moved,  that  after  the  part  which  thanked  His  Majefty  for 
his  gracious  communication,  the  reft  of  rht  Addtefs  be  left  out,    for 
the  purpofe  of  inferting  a  feiUcncc  to  inform  His  Majefty  that  thi» 
Houfe  would confider  what  meafure  would  be  ad\ifeable  hi  the  pre- 
feat  crifis,  &c. 

Earl  of  MANSFIELD  made  an  apology  for  rifing,  particularly 
as  he  laboured  under  fo  fcvere  a  cold  that  he  could  hardly  utter  his 
fentimenOJ,  and  aflurcd  the  Houfe  ,he  would  detain  them  but  a  vciy 
fhort  time.  He  expreffed  great  difficulty  in  fpeaking  upon  the 
queftron  y  bccaufc  he  was  obliged  to  differ  in  almoft  every  pomt 
from  the  noble  Marquis.  One  queftion,  he  was  glad  to  think,  Was 
ooinplctely  decided  j  he  meant  the  carrying  on  a  vigprouswar,  as  the 
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Only  pcffible  roeans^of  faving  the  country.     Indeed^  if  it  was  pof- 
fible  that  any  other  opinion  could  be  held  in  that  Houfe,  or  in 
the  country,  he  would  point  to  thofe  who  thought  fo,  the  awful  ex-^ 
ample  of  die  Dutch^  who^  by  trufting  to  a  fallacious  negociatioit,* 
had  involved  their  country  in  ruin.     He  complimented  the  noblcf 
Secretary  who  had  opened  the  debate,  for  the  manner  in  which  he 
had  treated  tfie  fubjcA ;  but  there  were  fcveral  new  points  brought 
forward  by  the  noUe  Marquis,  that  no  perfon  could  have  expedled, 
forefeen,  or  anticipated,  and  which  he  would,  (hortly  notice.    Whert 
he  had  heard  it  fo  ftrongly  put,  that  in  the  opinions  of  the  wifcft ' 
men  and  bed  Statefmen,  continental  alliances  were  injurious  to  thii 
country,  and  ought  to  be  avoided  in  all  wars,  he  completely  difa- 
grccd  from  the  Marquis.     Was  fuch  tHe  opinion  of  John  Duke  of 
Marlborough  ?  Or  to  come  to  our  own  times,  was  it  the  opinion  of 
the  wifeft  and  beft  Statefmen  that  we  remembered  ?  In  skll  fbrmcf* 
wars  our  continental  alliances  were  of  much  fervice  to  us ;  they  cer- 
tainly were  not  merely  naval  wars,  though  our  naval  forCe  wa^ 
much  increafed  by  the  diverfion  which  thofe  treaties  put  it  in  our 
power  to  make  againfi  our  enemies  on  the  continent.     It  was  in 
the  rccoUedUon  of  fome  of  their  Lord(hips,    as  Well  as  himfelf, 
that  in  the  American  war,  it  was  fo  common  a  fentiment,  fhat  con- 
tinental alliances  were  of  the  grcateft  fervice,  that  every  fchool-boy 
had  learned  the  lingular  and  quaint  mode  of  exprciTmg  it.     America 
toull  be  conquered  in  Germany.     In  every  inftance  with  which  he 
Was  acquainted  in  our  hiftory,  the  advantage  of  thufc  alliances  ap- 
t)eared  to  him  evident,  .and  he  had  never  known  a  (ingle  Statefman 
of  eminence  in  this  country  or  abroad  who  was  not  feniible  of  that 
advantage.     The  noble  Marquis,  fpeaking  of  continental  conaec- 
tions,  ftated  any  alliance  with  the  Houfe  of  Audria  as  a  dangerous 
one,  a  dodlrine  that  he  never  could  allow  to  be  well  grounded,  fo 
much  othefwifc,  that  he  had  always  difapproved  very  much  of  the 
conduct  of  this  country  in  1756,  when  we  feparated  the  fnterefts 
of  Aqftria  from  England,  and  allowed  her  to  unite  with  France.. 
The  circumftances  which  had  fince  happened,  had,  however,  dif- 
folved  that  unicm,  and  it  certainly  was,  as  he  hoped  it  would  con- 
tinue to  be,  the  iittereil  and  the  ftudy  of  this  country  to  enter  into 
andpreferve  the  ifarongeA  and  iiloft  fteady  alliance  with  the  Houfe  of 
Auftria.     He  contended,  that  one  of  the  grcateft  fecurities  we  had 
for  Aufliria  fulfilling  her  engagements,  was  her  own  immediate  in- 
fercft ;  and  he  deprecated  the  argument,  that  becaufe  fome  con- 
Xiz&mg  parties  had  failed  at  times  to  fulfil  their  engagements  with 
tis,  we  were  not  to  treat  at  all  with  continental  powers.    The  Bank 
of  Vienna  he  ccmfidc^ed  as  very  good  fccurity,  at  Icaft  it  was  looked 


ffpoff  jxf  ihat  H^  tWhen  l^c  was  ip  that  cou];itr]r.  As  to  the  reduc- 
^oiji  fif  Ji\c  iotereft  x:if  th^t  Bank,  this  .was  a  meafurei  he  hacTal* 
w^ys  jUpderflood  w;i^  confidered  in  every  country  as  an  advantage  ; 
^1^  .was  at  ever  held  to  be  a  breach  of  integiity  to  offer  to  pay  die 
(Capital  if  the  lender  refufed  to  take  lefs  intereft.  It  had  alfo  con- 
llantly  >hith.erto  been  undeHloqdy  that  the  redufiion  of  the  public 
^eg^l  intereft  M*a8  a  national  advantage,  and  it  had  been  praifed  as 
&ch  by  one  of  our  great  writers  on  tlie  fubjeS,  Sir  Jofiah  Child, 
Mc  thought  it  confiftcnt  with  found  policy  tsp  endeavour  to  oblige 
•  France  to  make  thofe  extcnfive  exertions  on  the  continent,  which 
they  themfelvcs  declared  would  not  be  long  in  their  power.  He 
contended,  that  whatever  might  be  thought  of  the  importance  <rf 
Brabant  to  the  Emperor,  yet  it  ^^^as  necr^lTary  to  us  that'it  fhould 
be  in  any  hands  but  thofe  of  the  French.  It  had  been  the  ancient 
policy  of  France  to  attempt  to  gain  poffeflion  of  that  country,  and 
'Cardinal  Richelieu  had  made  it  a  great  obje£ti  and  lud  faid  h^ 
uriflicd  to  gain  poffeflion  of  it— 

"  Pourycillcr  dc  pres  Meffieurs  les  Anglois/' 

He  wi(hcd  to  know  whether  their  Lordfhips  had  a|\y  defirc^tp 
have  fuch  an  enemy  on  the  continual  watch  againft  them.  He  con- 
cluded b^  dating,  that  the  tcniis  of  the  loan  not  being  dicn  before 
the  Houfe,  they  could  only  argue  the  principle;  and  contended, 
that  noble  Lords  could  not  vote  againft  the  Addjefs,  unlefs  they 
conlidered  it  as  pr^poftcrous  to  carry  on  the  war  at  all,  or  have  re- 
courfc  to  the  only  means  by  which  it  could  be  carried  on  witli  cffed 
or  fuccefs. 

The  Earl  of  GUILFORD  wiflied  their  Lordfhips  to  conlider 
wliether  this  dilapidation*  of  the  finances  of  the  country,  ^fter  the 
immenfc  waftc  of  blood  and  trcafurc  which  we  bad  fuffcrcd  during 
this  difaftrous  apd  ruinoUs  war,  would  be  likely  to  produce  the  ef- 
.fcSs  propofcd :  he  feared  the  objedt  was  unattainable  ;  hecaufe  he 
law  no  profpefl  of  any  exertion  adequate  to  the  attainment  of  it. 
He  had  three  objeflions  to  the  meafure  now  offered  to  the  confidcr- 
..ation  of  their  Lordlhips.  The  firft  thing  he  wiflicd  them  to  exa- 
mine was,  whether  this  was  a  fubCdy  or  a  loan  ?  He  was  apprehen^ 
.five  that  ultimately  the  burden  of  the  whole  would  fall  on  this  country^ 
JSLS  he  could  not  fee  that  fuch  a  reliance  could  be  placed  on  the  fecurity 
,  of  tlie  Emperor  as  to  render  us  perfcftly  certain  that  he  would  ever 
be  able  to  difchargc  the  obligation.  He  did  not,  as  his  noble  friend 
the  Marquis  fcenied  to  do,  doubt  of  the  good  faith  of  the  Emperor;, 
but  he  confeffcd  he  doubted  much  ofhisabjHty.  The  pecuniary 
rc(burccsi)f  his.dqminionshadiilr^ady  been  confclTcd  lo  be  fmallii 


arid  the  hlftory  o^  that  country  would  (tiow  that  MMflg  ^tdi  epiiid 
ever  bfe  expected  in  pecuniary  exertions  from  that  quarter;     The 
ftext  6bjcflion  was,  that  taking  for  gratlted  thfc  Eitipcrdr  wa^  atlc 
and. willing  to  make  good  his  pecuniary  engagements^  he  did  rioi: 
thifilf  lie  was  able  to  raife  the  number  of  men  he  was  abdot  to  ^tigage 
hiiiikit  to  faife.     The  third  objeaiori  was,  thlt  hfe  j>hKfcivfcd  ho 
flipiilation  made  with  rcfpc<?i  to  the  direaiort  6f  the  fdfcfc ;  nc  did 
fiot  fee  that  the  Cabinet  of  Gtestt  Btitairt  ^cas  to  have  the  applicitiori 
of  the  force  to  that  purpofe  which  fho.iild  fcfclii  te  thcrh  jjeft  CalcUlatfcd 
for  the  general  advantage:    With  fefpe^  fe  {fie  feciirity;  he  rtiiicm- 
hcTtd  that  the  monied  merj  rtf  Europe  iiotild  Hdf  be  induced;  the 
laft  year,  to  iiibfcribe  td  '^  loAii  which  thfe  Emj^eror  then  wiiiled  to 
iwgociate :  he  paid  great  defcrcticc  to  iheir  opiriibri  on  fuch  a  fubje^ 
The  feciirity  did  not  appear  to  be  good  till  His  Majefty's  Mihider^ 
had  taken  on  thcmfclves  to  rnake  this  country  1  collateral  fbciiritjr 
and  guarantee-     He  wlftted  their  Lordfhipis  to  examine  whether  U 
v/as  probable;  that  dfter  three  difaftrous  campaigns,  the  Empctw 
could  be  able  to  raife  the  humbcV  he  had  promifcd.     He  tvas  of 
opinion,  that  after  we  had  beea  duped  of  i*,20o^oob,  we  had 
fome  rcafon  to  be  diftruftful  of  entering  into  farther  Continental 
connexions.     His  Lordfhip  faid^  to  exhauft  the  blofJd  and  treafure 
of  the  country,  merely  for  the  fake^bf  forc^ign  alliance  by  acondnu- 
«nce  of  Continental  wars,  lx>wevcr  much  it  might  be  a  fivburite 
mcafure  with  the  prefent  Miniftcre,  by  no  mean's  met  the  fentiment 
of  the  country,  which  was  decidedly  in  all  quarters  agninft  a  conti- 
nuance of  the  war  on  the  Continent,  or  a  continuance  of  that  method 
of  condu£ttng  it  hitherto;  which  had  placed  us  in  fo  dcpreffed  and 
deplorable  a  ficuation.     He  pcrfed^ly  coincided  with  the  noble  Mar-^ 
qms,  that  the  fix  millions  to  be  raifed  from  the  fubjeflsof  this  coun-^ 
jtn',  for  the  ufc  of  die  Emperor,  might  be  muph  better  employed  at 
home  in  cith«ir  of  the  ways  he  had  fo  ably  pointed  out.     Thinkings 
^  he  did,  oh  the  fubjeft  of  the  war,  he  could  not  but  wiih  that 
bur  navy  was  more  attended  to  than  at  prefent  it  was :  Notwith- 
ftanding  his  opinion,  that  we  ought  not  to  proceed  in  the  contcfl^ 
yet  as  it  had  been  determined  to  go  on,  he  (hould  certainly  not  at- 
tempt to  reftrain  the  vigour  of  the  country ;  but  he  did  not  believe 
the  prefent  meafure  calculated  no  add  nerve  to  the  arm  of  Govern- 
ment, nor  likely  to  produce  any  good  confequences,  and  therefore 
he  (hould  vote  for  the  amendment  of  his  noble  friend. 

Lord  HAWKESBURY  fupportcd  the  Addrefs,  and  could  not 
help  remarking  that  the  debate  had  taken  a  very  uncxpcfted,  and, 
in  his  opinion,  a  very  improper  turn.  It  did  not  pledge  the  Houfe 
to  any  tcnns  for  the  loan,  neither  -^erc  any  of  die  cond^^ions  even 
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ftatcd  in  it.  The  noble  Secretary  of  State  had.  With  great  propriety, 
intimated  the  general  plan  of  thofe  conditions,  and  he  certainly 
thought  they  were  very  fecure  terms  for  this  country,,  and  more  fa- 
vourable than  had  appeared  in  any  former  treaty.  The  Court  of 
Vienna  was  to  place  in  the  Bank  of  England  400I.  for  every  300U 
lent ;  gnd  dcpoliting  aflions  of  the  Bank  of  Vienna  to  that  amount, 
was  a  fecurity  tliat  he  thought  no  man  could  call  exceptionable. 
Thf  treaty  not  being  completed,  did  not  come  before  thctn  to  be 
fUfcufled  now.  With  regard  to  different  opinions  refpeSing  Con- 
tinental alliances,  he  would  only  refer  to  thofc  who  rccoUefted  the 
cflfed^  of  our  Continental  alliances  in  the  feven-years  war,  to  de- 
termine whether  they  were  ufclcfs  to  this  country  m  timp  of  war  or 
otherwile.  He  faid  it  had  been  improperly  argued  that  this  loan  was 
raiiing  fix  millions  upon  the  fubjefts  of  this  couiltry,  which  was  not 
the  cafe.  He  could  not  fit  down  without  expreflTmg  his  forrow  and 
aftonifhmcnt  to  hear  fomc  allufions  made  by  the  noble  Marquis, 
which  he  confidcrcd  to  have  a  very  dangerous  tendency  ;  he  meant 
wliat  had  been  faid  about  the  navy,  and  another  clafs  of  people  in 
this  country,  the  poor,  whofe  protc6lion  was  the  immediate  care  of 
the  Executive  Government,  and  for  whofe  relief  a  bill  was  now  go- 
ing through  that  Houfe.  He  confidercd  all  fuch  allufions  as  tcndr 
ing  to  make  men  difcontcntcd  with  their  fituations,  who  themfclves 
did  not  feel  any'caufe  to  be  fo. 

The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE  liiid,  the  late  rcfolution  voted  hf 
their  Lordfhips,  had  this  advantage  from  its  ambiguity,  that  it 
would  admit  any  interpretation,  and  there  was  nq  declaration  that 
pledged  either  Houfe  of  Parliament  to  continue  the  war  without  firfl 
removing  the  obftacles  to  hegociation.  Affertioiis  of  a  contrary  na- 
ture he  thought  it  neceffary  to  repel,  bccaufc  they  were  made,  as  it 
were,  incidentally,  fo  as,  if  not  contradicted,  to  ftcal  upon  their 
Lord(hi|>s,  and  be  referred  to  in  argument  at  fome  future  period. 
If  the  terms  of  the  loan  could  not  now  be  laid  before  the  Houfe, 
pothkig  could  be  more  improper  than  to  involve  their  Lordships  in  a 
difcuflion,  for  which  it  was  admitted  they  had  not  the  requifitg  in- 
formation ;  and  in  this  point  of  view  the  amendment  moved  by  his 
noble  friend  ought  to  be  adopted  ;  bccaufc  it  would  leave  tlie  qucfiion 
entirely  open  till  the  neceffary  information  could  be  obtained.  Mi- 
niftcrs,  however,  argued  on  the  terms  as  if  they  were  already  before 
the  Houfe,  and  infifted  that  tliere  was  good  fecurity  for  the  re-p^y- 
mcnt  of  the  propofed  loan.  That  part  of  the  fecurity  which  con- 
fitted  in  fuing  tlie  Emperor  in  his  own  Courts  of  Law,  was  calcu- 
lated rather  to  excite  laughter  than  obtain  confidence.  .It  wq^  not 
In  Courts  of  Law  that  fuits  between  great  nations  were  conduced; 
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and  he  beUcved  the  fubfcriben  to  the  loan  would  not  be  very  for* 
ward  if  diey  were  told  they  muft  profecute  their  claims  t]irough  ^1 
die  Auftrian  Courts  of  Law  before  they  could  have  rccourfe  to  die 
lecurity  pledged  by  Parliament.  The  Bank  of  Vienna  was  fo  con* 
neded  with  the  Government  that  it  could  not  be  coniidcred  even  as. 
a  collateral  fecurity  ;  and  to  lay  any  ilrefs  on  the  adions  of  that 
Bank  was  much  the  fame  as  if  we,  negociating  a  loan  in  a  foreign 
country,  (hould  offer  Exchequer  bills,  by  way  of  gu:inntee,  to  the 
fecurity  of  Government.  A  noble  Marquis  had  faid,  the  money, 
would  be  much  better  applied  in  additional  bounties  and  wages  to 
our  fcamcn,  and  alleviating  the  diftreifes  of  our  poor  ;  and  ihit  a 
noble  Lord  endeavoured  to  colour  as  if  meant  to  excite  difcontent, 
a  colour  which  die  words  would  not  bear.  The  wifeft  legiilators 
had  (aid  that  increafing  the  wages  of  our  feamen  was  the  bcft  mode 
of  manning  die  navy— certainly,  a  much  better,  and,  he  believed, 
a  cheaper,  than  the  plan  now  under  the  confiderationof  Parliament. 
When  the  load  upon  the  fcveral  pariflies  was  confidered,  with  the 
addidon  now  to  be  made  to  it,  no  man  would  fay  diat  the  iituation 
of  the  poor  did  not  call  for  attention ;  but  it  was  the  pradice  of  Mi* 
nifters  to  convert  fair  and  honourable  advice,  which  they  did  not 
like,  into  an  intendon  to  inflame.  Next  it  was  faid,  that  the 
meafure  was  by  no  means  in  the  nature  of  a  fubfidy,  but  a  fecure 
loan.  How  was  it  fecure?  On  the  Emperor's  hereditary  revenues? 
When  thofe  revenues  were  entire,  before  the  Netherlands  were  loft, 
the  monied  men  did  not  think  them  good  fccuritj'.  What  were 
thofe  hereditary  revenues  ?  Could  the  Emperor  add  to  them  in  any 
of  his  States  without  the  confent  of  his  fi^bjedts  ?— >In  former  dmes 
of  diArefs— although  never  was  the  Houfe  of  Auftria  in  fuch  diftrefs 
with  refpeft  to  finance  as  at  prefent— -when  the  Prince  of  Saxe  Qi- 
boarg  had  bc^ed  money^  bullion,  plate,  any  thing,  on  the  fecurity 
of  the  Emperor's  notes,  which  few  would  accept— In  1751,  when 
an  extraordinary  contribution  was  required  in  the  Hereditary  States^ 
two  diftri£ts  only  would  pay  their  (hare.  The  very  mcffagc  which 
held  out  the  affluence  of  the  imperial  finances  in  point  of  fecurity^ 
fiatcd  the  a<%]al  poverty  to  be  fo  great,  diat  His  Majefty  had  been 
obliged  to  advance  fums  of  fifty  and  fixty  thoufand  pounds  for  tern- 
poraiy  aid,  widwut  the  authority  of  Parliament,  and  contrary  to 
the  pradice  and' the  fpirit  of  the  Conftitution.  Four  millions  we 
were  to  advance  for  the  Emperor's  greateft  cxcrtionsi  and  then  we 
were  to  ofier  two  millions  more  for  exertions  greater  than  his  grcateft  ; 
But  could  men  be  raifed  as  eafily  as  money  ?  Suppofing  the  Empe- 
ror able  to  raife  more  than  200,000  men^  in  confideration  of  the 
vo  a<lditional  millions,  muft  not  thefc  men  come  into  the  field  tvir 
Vol.  XLII.  T 
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and  undifciplined.    Had  our  experience  that  the  French  were  not  to 
be  conquered  by  difcipiined  armies^  taught  Minifters  to  reverie  their 
plan,  aAd  attack  them  with  undifciplined  recruits  ?  As  a  fubfidy,  he 
fhould  like  it  better  than  as  a  loan  \  for  in  the  former  cafe  we  could 
flop  the  payments  when  we  found  that  the  fervices  were  not  pd:- 
formed,  as  we  did  with  the  King  of  Pruflia ;  but  a  loan  once  agreed 
upon,  the  money  muft  be  paid  at  all  events^  and  the  Councils  of 
Vienna  had  borne  too  much  refemblance  to  the  Councils  of  Berlin, 
not  to  give  rcafon  to  fear  that  the  conduct  would  be  fimilat.    What 
were  the  exertions  of  Auflria  lad  campaign  ?  He  (hould  like  to  hear 
the  opinion  of  experienced  officers,  he  (hould  like  to  hear  the  illuf- 
trious  Prince  who  commanded  the  Britifh  army  on  the  Continent, 
inform  dicir  Lord(hips  in  any  way  befitting  his  high  rank,  whether 
the  exertions  of  the  Auftrians  to  defend  the  Netherlands  had  been 
fuch  as  to  give  us  reafonable  hopes  that  they  would  be  adequate  to 
regaining  them.     So  difgudcd,  as  he  had  heard  from  information 
he  could  /lot  diftruft,  were  Auftrian  Generals,  officers  and  men, 
with  the  fervice,  that  many  officers  remained  at  fick  quarters  till 
they  were  threatened  with  being  fent  to  their  pods  under  the  efcort 
of  a  regiment  of  HuiTars.    The  extreme  eagernefs  to  get  the  money 
afforded  ground  for  apprehending  that  it  might  be  applioi  as  the 
Pruffian  fubfidy  had  been,  to  the  difmembermcnt  of  Poland.     It 
was  faid,  it  would  make  a  diverlion  in  favour  of  our  naval  exertions. 
Was  this  a  neW  invention  ?  Had  we  not  been  purchafing  fuch  a  di- 
verfion  with  the  blood  and  treafure  of  the  country  for  two  years ;  and 
with  fuccefe  that  had  been  as  calamitous  to  the  country  as  difgraceful 
to  its  Minidcrs  \  Misfortune,  he  thought,  would  have  taught  them 
the  modefly  not  to  boaft  of  meafures,  the  ruinous  tendency  of  which 
all  the  zeal,  ability  and  valour  of  our  army  and  navy,  even  the 
moft  brilliant  vidories,  could  not  countcrad.    If  they  cliofe  to  call 
.this  a  loan,  and  not  afublidy,  lie  believed  they  were  the  oiily  perfons 
.who  thought  it  fo;  and  one  of  its  word  confcqucnces  would  be  that 
the  people  would  not  be  taxed  for  it  at  the  proper  time,  but  find  it 
come  upon  tliem  by  furprife,  when  tlicy  thought  they  had  no  fuch 
money  to  provide  for.     Mioi^^crs,  to  conceal  from  the  people  how 
much  the  war  mud  cod  them,  began  with  making  permanent  certain 
temporary  taxes ;  and  this  appeared  to  be  a  device  of  the  fame  na- 
.  ture.     Yet  the  people  did  feel  the  burdens  of  the  war,  and  were 
>  anxious  to  get  out  of  a  conteil  from  which,  while  conducted  by  thofe 
;  who  involved  them  in  it,  nothing  could  be  reaped  but  calamity  and 
difgrace. 

Lord  AUCKLAND  faid,  that  after  the  refolutions  the  Houfe 
'  kad  already  come  to^  it  was  impufliblc  to  doubt  of  the  propriety  of 
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SeCdf^  all  afliffance  we  couldy  for  continuing  the  war  widl  vigour^ 
There  was  no  ro6m  for  die  infinuation  that  the  Emperor  would  not 
itpay  the  money.     Were  it  neceflaiyy  he  could  prove,  that  even 
fuppofing  we  had  no  intereft  in  the  ufe  to  be  made  of  the  loan,  it 
would  be  wife  to  lend  on  fuch  fccurity.     Many  States  had  derived 
great  part  of  their  revenue  from  loans  to  other  States.     When  ht 
was' at  Paris,  the  Swifs  Republic  received  near  a  million  (lerling  a 
Tear,  as  the  intcrcft  of  money  lent  to  France.     The  mod  diftant 
chance  of  the  Emperor's  co-operation  was  worth  any  money.     The 
loan  was  not  to  impede  the  fcrvice  of  the  navy,  which  he  wa^  (ox 
promoting  ^  much  as  any  man ;  and  he  hoped  there  woultl  be  no 
avils  on  the  meafures  that  would  foon  be  before  the  Houfe  for  that 
purpofe.     He  faw  <hc  danger  of  this  country  in  the  flronged  point 
of  view,  and  thought  no  exertion  too  great  to  avert  that  danger. 
He  denied  thdt  the  campaign  had  been  difgcaceful :  on  the  contrary, 
no  campaign  had  ever  been  more  honourable  to  the  Britifh  arm) 
wherever  they  had  been  employed. 

The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE  faid  his  affcrtion  was  that  the 
campaign  had  been  highly  honourable  to  our  fleets  and  armies,  but 
fa^hly  difgraceful  to  Mipifters. 

Lord  GRENVILLE  faid^  he  did  not  think  it  neceffaiy  to  de- 
tain t^r  Lord(hips  with  a  long  reply.  Of  all  that  had  been  faid, 
what  he  fdt  the  lead  was,  the  imputed  difgrace  of  the  campaign. 
His  Lordfliip  then  went  into  a  paneg^Tic  on  the  victory  of  the  i  ft 
of  June;  our  fuccefles  in  the  Weft  Indies,  and  the  bravery  of  the 
Brififli  aimy  <>i>  the  Continent,  and  afked,  if  any  man  would  fay, 
that  the  campaign,  although  calamitous  to  the  country,  had  been 
dii^ceful  ?  The  loan  was  not  money  we  were  to  advance,  but 
money  which  the  Emperor  was  to  borrow  on  his  own  fecurity.  The 
exertions  of  the  Empecor,  it  was  faid,  had  availed  us  nothing. 
Was  it  notliing,  that  the  lok  of  Holbnd  had  been  poftponed  from 
the  year  1 793  to  the  year  1795?  W^s  it  nothing  to  have  prcventeid 
that  calamity  till  our  force  was  polled  forth,  and  the  finances  qf 
France  exhaufted  ?  He  rcafoned  at  iqme  lengdi  on  the  confidence 
to  be  repofed  in  the  Bank  of  Vienna,  and  complained  of  the  Maur- 
quisof  Lanfdowne's  allufion  to  the  navy  and  t|ie  poor. 

The  Earl  of  DARNLEY  faid,  the  Addreft  djd  not  implics|tc 
the  whole  bufinefs  of  the  l6an.  The  terms,  as  far  as  he  had  heard 
of  them,  he  did  not  think  bad  as  a  money  tranfadUon ;  but  our  ea(- 
perience  of  the  Pruflfian  fubfidy,  he  hoped,  would  make  M^niftcrs 
doubly  cautious  in  binding  the  Emperor  to  the  performance  of  hid 
^iiga^ments. 

The  Marquis  of  LANSDOWNE  appealed  to  tlic  wliole  tcnour 

T  a 
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of  his  life  againft  the  iniinuation  diat  he  was  capable  of  thro^ng 
out  hints  to  catch  at  popularity,  by  exciting  difcohtent.     Miniflers 
fhemfelves,  early  in  the  fcffion,  had'  declared  that  the  fituation  of 
the  poor  demanded  particular  attention.     What  he  had  fatd  of  the 
navy  was  no  new  thought.     Many  offiecrs  with  whom  he  had  Gon^ 
verfed  for  years,  gave  it  as  their  opinion,  that  the  principal  caufe  of 
the  difficulty  in  manning  the  navy^,  was  the  wages  having  been 
continued  fo  long  at  an  inadequate  rate.     If  then,  money  was  fo 
plenty,  why  not  apply  fome  of  it  to  remove  a  difficulty  of  fuch  con- 
fequence  ?  More  efpecially  as  we  know  that  the  French  had  intro- 
duced an  entire  new  fyftem  in  the  diftribution  of  prixc-money.  Our 
feamen,  were  not,  he  hoped,  likely  to  know  of  this  ;  but  he  had 
heard  of  matter  fo  important  upon  that  fubjed,  that  he  thought  it  fit 
to  hint  at,  merely  that  Minifters  might  inquire  into  it.     Was  any 
thing  he  had  (aid  calculated  to  infufe  difcontent  into  the  heads  of 
the  poor  ?  They  wanted  not  his  information  to  remind  them  of  (heir 
fuffi:rings.     They  felt  them  in  their  heads,  their  bodies,  and  Acir 
hearts.— He  had  information  from  various  parts  that  the  accumulat- 
ing burden  of  poor-rates  from  the  families  of  manUfadurers  who 
could  not  get  employment,  the  families  of  militia-men,  and  of  men 
-who  enliftcd  for  foldiers,  was  fuch  as  to  call  loudly  for  relief.    Add 
to  this  the  burden  of  other  taxes,  which,  although  often  faid  to  be 
paid  by  the  rich,  made  the  rich  man  richer  and  the  poor  nnan  poorer. 
Was  he  then,  who  warned  Minifters  of  thi^  Information  with  a  view 
of  preventing  evil,  to  be  charged  with  fomenting  difafIe£^ion  ?  He 
paid  a  high  compliment  to  the  cftablifhmcnt  of  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture ;  but  the  bcft  eftablifhments  could  do  little  good  if  our  capi- 
tal were  diverted  in  other  channels.  Much  capital  had  been  brought 
into  this  country  as  the  fafcft  depot  during  the  war,  the  greater  part 
of  which  muft  be  drawn  back  foon  after  peace.     Would  any  Mini- 
fter^fey  that  the  Governor  and  Deputy  Governor  of  the  Bank  of 
England  were  of  opinicp,  that  there  was  no  danger  from  fudi  a  dram 
of  fpecie  as  the  loan  to  the  Emperor  muft  occafion  r  He  recommended 
particular  attention  to  our  navy,  and  to  alleviating  the  wants  of  the 
poor,  who  if  they  ft>und  that  there  was  an  intention  of  improvii^ 
their  condition,  would  wait  with  patience  and  with  tbankfulnefs  for 
its  being  gradually  carried  into  effcft. 

The  Marquis  of  ABERCORN  faid,  he  (hould  have  preferred 
the  Addrefs  as  it  would  (land  with  the  amendment,  if  it  had  been 
originally  fo  moved  ;  but  he  difllked  oppofing  Minifters,  in  the  con- 
du^  of  the  War,  fo  much  that  he  would  never  do  it  when  he  could 
poffibly  avoid  it.  The  Addrefs,  he  hoped  pledged  the  Houfe  to  no- 
thing that  would  tie  tliem  up  from  difcuffion,  when  the  whole  of 
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the  meafiuv  came  hchce  them  in  detail.  A  converfiition  on  this 
fubjed  enfued,  between  the  Marquis  of  Aberc(nm  and  Lord  Gren- 
viUe,  the  reCult  of  which  was,  that  the  Hoiife,  by  voting  the  Ad* 
drds,  would  Dot  be  pledged  to  approve  of  the  loan,  unlefs  they  ap^ 
proved  of  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  whole  treaty  taken  tpgether. 
The  Amendment  was  n^tived,  and  the  Addrds,  as  moved  bf 
Lord  Gxenvilki  carried  without  a  divifion. 

Tuefiay,   loth,   and  fVidnefdaj,   nth  February, 

No  debate. 

Thurfdajy   I2th  February. 

The  order  of  the  day  for  fummoning  their  Lordfhips  being  read. 
The  Duke  of  BEDFORD  laid,  that  when  he  formerly  moved 
to  fummon  their  LonUhips,  he  hoped  that  the  motion  which  he 
then  wiihed  ihould  be  brought  forward,  would  have  been  takeil  up 
byiome  noble  Lord  more  able  than  himfclf^  and  better  qualified  to 
do  it  juftice.  .  In  that  hope  he  had  been  difappointed,  and  the  taik 
now  devolved  upon  him  of  ftating  to  their  Lordfliips  the  grounds 
▼hy  he  again  obtruded  himfelf  upon  their  notice.     He  muft  own, 
however,  that  after  the  treatment  which  his  former  motion  had  ex- 
perienced, he  had  no  very  fanguine  hopes  of  fuccefs  upon  the  prefent 
occafion.     He  ftill  conceived  fome  declaration  to  be  neceflary  on 
the  part  of  the  Houfe,  .with  rcfpeA  to  the  precife  fituation  in  which 
this  country  flood  towards  France.     He  difapproved  of  the  Addrefs 
which  had  been  brought  forward  to  fuperfede  his  former  motion,  as 
inadequate  to  the  parpofe  which  he  had  in  view,  as  tending  to  dif- 
courage  the  people  of  England,  and  iiolding  out  to  the  enemy,  that 
no  peace  could  be  made  with  any  republican  Government  in  France ; 
fuch  was,  in  bis  mind,  the  cfFcdl  of  that  Addrefs,     If  Miniflets 
contended  that  he  bid  mifrcprcfcntcd  its  tendency,  another  decla- 
ntion  ought  to  be  adopted  to  remove  that  mifrcprcfentation.     Such 
a  declaration  ought  particularly  to  be  adopted  in  the  prefent  crifis, 
when  the  countiy  was  about  to  be  forced  into  another  campaign,  ra- 
ther than  Miniftcrs  would  confcnt  to  recant  their  error  ;  for  fuch 
was  the  term  which  he  would  apply  to  the  conduct  of  Miniflers  in 
the  prefent  conteft,  a  term  which  the  majority  of  that  Houfe,  as 
well  as  of  the  country,  knew  to  have  been  well  merited,  however 
relaxant  fome  might  be  to  make  the  confcflion.     He  objc<5lcd  to 
the  expredion  in  the  former  Addrefs,  of  the  uniform  deflre  tliat  had 
hcen  manifefled  by  His  Majefty  to  conclude  a  peace  with  any  Go- 
vcmfnent  in  France,  that  appeared  capable  of  maintaining  the  ac- 
cuflooic^,  relatkms  of  peace  and  amity  with  other  countries.     He 
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laid,  that  he,  for  one,  was  ignorant  of  any  fuch  dcfire  that  had 
been  exprefled  by  His  Majefty  ;  many  in  this  country  were  alfo  ig- 
•  norant  of  the  circumftance,  and  all  the  people  of  France,  he  mi^t 
•fey,  "wcTt  convinced  to  the  contrary.  He  did  not  wifli  to  piopofc 
to  their  Lordftiips  to  come  to  any  declaration,  as  had  been  afcribed 
to  him  on  a  former  evening,  merely  to  pleafe  the  people  of  France. 
Bwt  he  conceived,  that  when  we  were  at  war  with  a  country,  that 
country  ought  to  know  for  what  purpofe  the  war  was  carried  on, 
and  what  was  the  objeA  we  had  in  view.  He  then  took  a  view 
of  all  the  different  declarations  which  had  been  publifhed  by  the 
Britifh  Commander;,  or  under  the  fareftion  of  His  MajeAy,  and 
contended^  that  fropn  the  plain  language  of  them,  all,-  it  appeared 
•that  the  war,  on  our  part,  was' carried  en  for  the  re^eftablifliment 
of  Monarchy  in  France.  What  were  the  French  to  infer  fixjm  the 
Ihong  exprefllons  of  a  dcfire  to  rcftore  Monarchy,  that  run  through 
all  thefc  declarations,  when  they  faw  that  dcfire  backed  by  powerful 
armies  and  fleets?  The  declarations  to  which  he  referred,  thofe  of 
Lord  Hood  and  General  O'Hara,  were,  in  point  of  good  (atth,  to 
be  confidcrcd  as  fanftioned  by  His  Majefty,  though  not  accompanied 
With  his  name,  as  they  had  not  been  contradidted  by  any  fubfeijuent 
declaration.  But  there  were  others  proceeding  dfreftly  from  His 
Majefty,  and  in  thcfc  attempts  had  been  made  to  point  out  fome 
ambiguous  exprefllons,  implying  that  we  might  be  induced  to  treat 
with  fome  other  Government,  bcGdcs  a  Monarchy,  exprcflioni, 
which,  if  they  admitted  of  the  interpretation  thus  attempted  to  be 
given  them,  made  His  Majefty  contradict  himfelf  in  thefe  other 
paflpjgcs  where  the  reverfe  was  aflertcd.  The  expreflions  in  one  of 
the  declarations  went  fo  far  as  to  affirm,  that  there  was  no  Interme- 
diate ftep  between  anarchy  and  monarchy.  In  another,  the  French 
were  called  upon  to  rcftore  tlie  empire  of  law,  religion,  and  mora- 
lity, not  by  adopting  any  juft  and  equitable  form  of  government,  but 
by  joining 'the  ftandard  of  Monarchy.  They  were  not  left  to  fup- 
pcfe  that  the  reftoration  of  law,  reli'zion,  and  morality  might  de- 
pend upon  thcmfclvcs  ;  the  prccifc  ftep  which  they  were  to  take  was 
pointed  out  to  them.  He  was  not  verfcd  in  the  fubtleties  of  lan- 
guage ;  he  was  a  plain,  fimple  man,  and  there  was  no  other  mean- 
ing which  he  could  annex  to  thefe  declnTations  than  that  which  he 
had  already  mentioned.  He  appealed  to  the  plain  fenfc  vf  their 
Ivordfliips,  whether  fuch  was  not  the  only  obvious  meaning  that 
could  be  deduced  from  the  nature  of  the  cxprefl^ions  employed  ;  nay, 
Government  did  not  even  give  to  the  French  the  power  of  creating 
a  Monarchy  for  themfelves,  or  confintini^  their  own  judgement  with 
rcfpcft  to  the  limitations  to  be  fixed  to  the  regal  jwwer. "    They  re-* 
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quired  tbem,  in  the  (irft  inihnce,  to  adopt  the  old  defpotic  Govern- 
ment,- as  the  pledge  of  the  fincerity  of  their  intentions  to  reflore  tho 
empire  of  law,  religion,  and  morality ;  afterwards,  indeed,  to  be 
modified  as  circumftances  might  admit.     He  concluded,  that  from 
all  that  the  French  had  feen,  either  of  us  or  of  our  allies,  (for  the 
condud  of  our  allies  wc  mud  alfo  coniider  ourfclves  refponfible,  as 
by  our  means  alone  they  had  been  enabltd  to  cany  on  the  wary 
which  they  muft  othcrwife  have  been  compelled  to  relinquifti],  they 
had  no  reafon  to  fuppofe  that  we  would  treat  with  any  other  Govern- 
iDcnt  in  France,  except  a  Monarchy*     What  reliance  could  they 
have  on  our  amicable  difpofitions !  Had  we,  when  vidlorious  at  the 
commencement  of  the  war,  made  the  (lighted  advances,  or  even 
teitified  the  nnoft  remote  inclination  to  offer  them  peace  ?  As  to  the 
aigument,  that  France  was  at  prefcnt  incapable  of  maintaining  the 
accuftomed  relations  of  peace  and  amity,  he  defired  their  Lordfhips 
to  look  to  dK>fe  nations  who  had  remained  neutral  in  the  conteft.*-^ 
With  refped  to  America,  Sweden,  and  Denmark,  did  not  France 
ihew  heifdf  to  be  fully  calpable  of  maintaining  all  the  accuftomed 
relations  of  peace  and  amity  ?  Of  this,  the  French  muft  themfelves 
be  aware ;  diey  muft  alfo  be  fenfible  that  it  could  not  but  be  per-, 
ccivcd  in  this  country,  and  therefore,  from  our  condudl,  more  par- 
ticularly firom  this  pretext  why  we  ought  not  to  treat,  they  could 
only  conclude  that  the  war  in  which  we  were  now  engaged,  was  a 
war  carried  on  againft  their  Government.     The  motion  which  he 
meant  to  conclude  with  propofing,  was  one  that  would  clear  all 
doubts,  and,  if  adopted,  certainly  tend  much  to  procure  peace ;  at 
the  fame  time,  he  had  been  extremely  cautious  to  cxprefs  his  mo- 
tion in  fuch  terms  as  not  to  interfere  with  the  operations  of  the  Ex- 
ecutive Government,  or  have  any  effect  to  cripple  their  exertions. 
He  never  would  interfere  with  .the  Executive  Government,  till 
every  pofTible  attempt  to  induce  them  to  perform  what  he  confidercd 
to  be  their  duty  to  their  Country  in  the  prefcnt  inftancc  had  been 
rendered  fruitlefs.     The  fubjcdl  to  ^^iiich  his  motion  referred  had 
been  fo  hackneyed,  that  it  fcarcely  admitted  of  any  thing  new.     He 
^ould  not  now  enter  into  the  origin  of  the  war ;  he  would  even 
grant  to  the  other  fide,  for  the  fake  of  arginncnt,  tliat  it  had  been 
rendered  neceftary  from  the  aggrcfTion.     There  were  only ,  one  or 
two  points  which  had  formerly  been  infiftcd  on,  to  which  he  ftiould 
now  call  their  attention  :  firft,  it  had  been  contended  tliat  the  ef- 
fcfi  of  any  declaration  expreflivc  of  a  defire  for  peace,  would  be  to 
nife  the  i^irit  of  the  French,  and  to  deprefs  the  people  of  this 
country*     For  his  own  part,  be  did  not  confidcr  that  it  was  pofllblc 
to  elevate  to  a  higher  pitch  the  fpirit  of  the  French,  or  communi- 
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calc  to  them  a  greater  degree  of  energy  than  they  at  prefent  pofleflfed. 
They  now  conceived  thcmfclves  to  be  iighdng  in  a  caufe  die  moft 
of  all  others  calculated  to  infpirc  animarion— the  defence  of  their 
liberty.  They  were  fighting  for  freedom,  not  indeed  that  fort  of 
freedom  whicli  he  was  eidier  prepared  to  applaud,  or  defirous  to 
enjoy,  but  what  the)'  conceived  to  be  fo.  Such  was  the  war  on 
'their  part ;  on  the  part  of  this  country  it  was  a  war  of  oppreflion— 
A  war  in  order  to  impofe  upon  them  a  Government  contrary  to  the 
wtl^es  of  the  people.  As  to  the  other  argument  urged  agairA  a  de- 
claration, that  it  would  tend  to  deprefs  the  people  of  this  country, 
he  believed  that  it  would  have  a  quite  different  effeft.  He,  for 
one,  had  declared,  and  he  was  aiTurcd  that  there  were  many  others 
actuated  by  the  fame  fentiment,  that,  if  fuch  a  declaration  was 
adopted,  he  would  come  forward,  and  give  his  fupport  to  the  mea- 
fures  of  Government.  There  was,  indeed,  one  clafs  of  men  in 
the  country  who  might  be  deprefled  by  fuch  a  declaration  ;  they 
were  thofe  who  were  fo  greatly  (hocked  with  the  enormides  that  had 
been  committed  in  France,  as  to  approve  of  the  idea  of  a  war  of 
tetaliation  and  revenge ;  the  fpirits  of  fuch  men,  he  confefTed,  he 
wiflied  to  be  damped,  and  their  purpofe  to  be  defeated.  He  quoted 
the  fentiment  of  a  perfon,  whofe  authority  he  confidered  as  entitled 
to  great  weight.  "  That  the  people  of  France  would  quickly  be- 
come tired  of  the  war,  if  they  perceived  that  it  was  only  carried  011 
by  the  obftinacy  of  their  rulers."  He  ^-as  the  more  inclined  to 
give  confidence  to  this  remark,  applied  to  the  people  of  France,  as 
he  faw  it  verified  with  rcfped  to  the  people  of  England,  who  had 
lately  become  tired  of  the  War,  becaufe  they  perceived  diat  it  was  only 
carried  on  by  the  obftinacy  of  Minifters.  What  but  obftinacy  could 
induce  them  to  perlift  in  the  war  under  the  prefent  circumflances  ? 
What  rational  profpcds  could  they  hold  out  of  its  fuccefsfiil  termi- 
nation ?  It  was  evident  that  they  themfelves  had  no  fuch  profpecls. 
The  only  grounds  of  hope  to  which  they  were  able  to  refort,  were 
thofe  which  had  been  fo  often  hackneyed,  and  which  aflfbrded  fo 
flendcr  a  confolation,  namely,  the  ruined  ftatc  of  the  French  finances, 
and  the  fpirit  of  Royalifm  (till  exifting  in  France.  He  would  not 
now  enter  into  the  qucdion  of  finance ;  he  would  allow  to  Miniflers 
all  the  advantage  of  their  ftatements,  only  remarking  that  their  pre- 
didlioh  of  the  total  rum  of  the  French  finances  had  been  repeated 
from  cby  to  day,  and  had  in  every  inftance  proved  fallacious.—- 
France  would  continue  to  rcfift  while  her  foil  remained  produflive, 
and  would  apply  the  laf^  piece  of  her  coin  to  the  exigencies  of  the 
public  fervicc.  As  to  the  fpirit  of  Royalifm,  where  did  itsfymp- 
turns  appear,  or  how  were  its  ciFefls  difplayed  ?  His  Grace  referred 
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to  what  he  had  fiated  in  hts  fbrmer  fpcech  of  the  tranfaftions  at , 
Toulon,  la  Vendeey  and  Alfaoe,  &c.  But  as  a  proof  of  the  exift- 
enceof  a  fpirit  of  Bjofpltf,  a  triumphant  inftancc  had  been  produced  • 
of  a  man^  who,  having  written  a  pamphlet  in  its  favour,  wasim- 
nediafedy  configned  to  the  guillotine.  That  man  had  not  yet  beea  * 
lent  tt>  the  guillotine  ;  he  was  ftitl  in  the  (itus|tion  of  a  perfon  ame^  * 
nUeto  die  laws  which  he  had  violated.  But  if  any  inference  was 
to  be  drawn  from  this  pamphlet  of  the  prevalence  of  a  fpirit  of 
Rimdty,  was  not  he,  from  the  circumftance  of  feveral  pamphlets 
havirig  been  pobliflied  at  Paris  in  fitvour  of  peace,  entitled  to  ftaie 
the  exiftence  of  a  pacific  diipofition  in  France  ?  If  thsre  ftill  fe^ 
nained  a  tendency  to  Royalifm,  it  muft  chiefly  be  centered  in  the 
French  army,  and  would  be  moA  efi^£hially  drawn  fbrdi  by  the 
eftabliihinent  of  peace.  There  was  one  other  aigument  to  which 
he  would  advert,  namely,  that  it  would  be  di%raceful  and  humi- 
liadog  to  England  to  ofi^r  peace.  The  honour  of  the  country,  *  it 
vas  urged,  called  upon  us  to  piofecute  the  war.  Such  was  his  re- 
pid  far  die  honour  of  the  country,  that  he  would  fooner  (hed  hi^ 
blood  than  confent  to  violate  it.  But  the  more  ^fcinadng  an^  ar-^, 
goment  appeared,  which  was  drawn  from  the  honour  of  the  country^ 
the  greater  deliberation  was  neceflary  in  order  to  eftimate  the  degree 
of  wei^  which  was  due  to  it.  It.  was  proper  carefully  to  diforimi- 
nate  between  what  in  the  prefeitt  indance  Minifiers  might  -be  dif- 
fokd  to  confound,  their  own  honour,  and  the  honour  of  England* 
Had  the  fleets  or  armies  of  England  beisn  difgraced  in  the  prefent 
oooteft  ?— -No  ;  the  gallant  men  employed  in  the  diflierent  fervices 
had  done  their  duty.  If  di%race  any  where  exifted,  it  was  only  in 
her  ooonfcls.  He  contended  that  it  never  could  be  di^racefui  to 
adopt  diat  line  of  oondu£t  which  was  dil£tated  by  prudence,  and 
&xi6lioned  by  the  mod  approved  maxima  of  the  policy  of  enlightened 
nations.  '^'Let  me  intreat  you,"  faid  his  Grace,  '^  toeonflder 
the  number  of  your  brave  countrymen  who  have  already  fallen  m 
dus  unhappy  conteft,  and  that  die  Continent,  which  has  been,  I 
may  hy^  drenched  with  blood,  is  again  about  to  become  the  fccne* 
of  fiefli  ilaughter,  without  one  effint  having  been  made  on  your 
'  pan  to  prevent  it.  Are  you  deaf  to  the  cries  of  the  orphan  ?  Are 
your  hearts  fteeled  againft  the  tears  of  the  widow  ?  Have  you  no 
fediflg  of  the  wide-fprcading  circle  of  calamity  which  war  occaiions  i 
Have  you  failed  to  refleA,  that  of  the  many  dioufands  who  fiiU  in 
battle  diere  is  not  one  whofe  lo(s  does  not  fumifh  a  fourCe  of  irre- 
paiaUe  regret  to  a  train  of  furvivors?  And,  with  fuch  a  pidkire  of 
the  miferies  of  war  prefented  to  your  minds,  can  you  for  a  moment 
hefitace  ts>  exert  your  endeavours  to  reftote  the  bleffings  o^  peace^ 
Vol.  XLU,  U 
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and  diminilh  the  fum  of  fuch  complicate  wretchednefs  ?  Will  yOu 
not  at  lead  be  induced  to  make  the  attempt  ?    If  you  do  not,  die 
cries  of  the  unhappy  vidims  of  war  will  again  be  uttered  \  they  will 
penetrate  thefe  walls,  and  you  will  not  be  able  to  lay  your  hands 
upon  your  hearts,  and  fay,  that  they  do  not  found  to  you  ^  cries^ 
of  reproach.     I  then  will  be  aUe  to  iay^  that  at  leaft  I  have  not 
contributed  to  make  the  wife  a  difconfolate  widow,  and  the  orphan 
a  helplefs  outcaft.     In  that  moment  I  will  feel  the  confolatron  *of 
having  attempted  to  do  my  duty' upon  the  prcfent  occafion."     His 
Grace  concluded  with  moving  the  following  refolution.: 
.   '^  Refolved,  That  it  is  th^  opinion  of  this  Houfe,  that  the  ac* 
<'  tual  (ituation  of  the  governing  Powers  in  France  ought  not  to  pse^ 
«  elude  the  condufion  of  a  fpeedy  peace,  if  peace  can  be  had  upon 
**  fuch  terms  as  arc  in  themfelves  juft  and  reafonabfe ;  but  if  tbe 
'<  ambition  of  France  fhould  lead  her  to  perfevere  in  hoftilitics,  et- 

V  ther  for  the  pOrpofe  of  her  own  ziggrandifement,  or  to  carry  ihta 
**  effed  the  principlps  (tf  her  own  government  in  other  oountrics^ 

V  this  Houfe  feds  itfelf  called  upon  firmly  and  lleadily  to  fupport^ 
"  His  Majefty  in  the  vigarous  profecution  of  theprefent  war.'* 

,  Lord  HAWKESBURY  Called  tlieir  Lordfliips*  attention  to 
what  had  pafTcd  in  that  Houfe  in  the  prefent  fefllon^  upon  the  di£- 
cuf&on  of  an  Addrefs  to  the  Thft)ne,  in  anfwer  to  His  M^eAy's^ 
fpeech.  Their  Lordfliips  had  ufk>n  that  occafioii  dedared  their  con* 
vidtion  of  tlie  juftice  and  tbe  necefllty  of  the  prefent  war  ;  ttas  wa» 
agreed  on  by  a  large  majority  of  that  Houie,  and  the  noble  Duke 
now  came  forward  with  a  motion  contradidtory  of  the  opinion  of 
that  large  majoQty.  Upon  a  former  occafion,  the  nobk  Duke  bad 
made  a  motion  of  a  nature  (imilar  to  this,  to  which  a  noble  fnend 
of  his  (Lord  Grenville)  propofed  an  ajnendment,  the  fuWhnce  of 
Ifvhich  was,  as  their  Lord(hips:  knew,  that  on  our  part  there  was  no 
obje£lion  to  any  form  of  Government  ia  France,  provided  that 
form  was  capable  of  affording  to  us  a  fecurity  fpr  the  accuftomcd 
relations  of  amity  and  peace.  To  xhW  amendment  a  large  majo* 
rity  a^eedt  and  indeed  he  thought. that  fomc  fuch  declaration  was 
neceilary,  in  order  to  obviate  falfe  imprciTions,  which  he  feared  fonae 
fpceches  in  that^Houfe  would  otherwife  have  made ;  and  refic<Sing 
upon  that  fubjec^,  he  could  not  help  faying  he  was  a  little  furprifed 
at  the  motion  of  the  noble  Duke  to-day,  for  he  thought  after  the 
fenfe  of  die  Houfe  had  been  fo  clearly  exprelTed  upon  the  iflatter^ 
that  Minifters  ought  to  be  left  to  carrry  on  the  war  upon  the  prin* 
ciple  which  the  Houfe  had  declared,  if  their  Lordfhips  did  not  di£. 
approve  of  their  condudl.  With  regard  to  the  papers,  to  which  tbe 
noble  Duke  had  alluded;  he  mufl  ubferve  that  they  were  paiticular 
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papers  publiflied  under  fpecial  circumftancesy  and  were  penned  un- 
der the  prcffure  of  the  inomcnt ;  but  there  was  no  one  a<S  of  Go- 
remmenr,  as  a  Governmeht^  in  which  it  was  ever  held  out  fbat  / 
we  (hould  not  make  peace  with  France  until  it  adopted  a  particular 
form  of  Government.  The  properly  authentic  document  upon 
this  fubjed  was.  His  Maje(ly*s  declaration  to  the  people  of  France^ 
extrads  of  which  his  Lordfhip  read,  and  maintained^  that  there 
was  no  particular  form  of  Government  infifted  upon  in  that  dccla- 
fation,  it  only  declared  it  to  be  His  Majefty's  opinion^  that  a  mo* 
narchy  was  the  form  of  Government  mofi  likely  to  reftore  order,  but 
the  choice  was  left  to  themfdves.  With  regard  to  the  right  which 
one  Government  had  to  interfere  with  the  Government  of  another 
country,  he  thought  that  right  did  not  exift  until  the  Government 
of  another  country  affc£ted  our  own,  and  then  he  thought  we  had  a 
light  to  interfere,  this  was  a  right  which  arof<^  out  of  the  principle  of 
felf-prcfervation,  which  was  as  applicable  to  nations  as  it  was  toin« 
dividuais.  But  whenever  wc  ourfclves  were  iecure,  then  the  form  of 
Government  in  another  was  entirely  out  of  the  queition.  But  wh«n 
we  were  in  danger,  he  thought  that  no  point  could  be  clearer  than 
that  we  had  a  right  to  interfere,  and  in  fupport  of  this  opiuion  there 
were  the  authorities  of  the  bed  politicians  which  this  or  any  country 
ever  had  to  boaft  of.  This,  was  well  underftood  in  the  reign  of 
Queen  Elizabeth.  With  regard  to  what  the  noble  Duke  had  faid 
of  the  declaration  of  Lord  Hood  at  Toulon,  he  muft  firft  obfcrve, 
that  this  was  a  declaration  made  under  very  particular  circumihmces, 
when  it  was  underflood  that  the  difpofitions  of  the  people  there, 
and  in  many  other  parts  of  France,  were  in  favour  of  an  hereditary 
monarchy ;  but  whether  the  French  had  a  monarchy  or  a  republic^ 
OQr  main  obje<£t  was  then,  and  was  ftill,  to  obtain  a  fafis  and  an 
honourable  peace.  After  all  that  had  been  faid  of  the  Government 
of  France,  he  was  ready  to  declare  it  was  his  opinion,  that  it  was 
not  to  the  form  of  Government  of  France  that  we  ought  to  look,  it 
was  to  the  chara Aer  of  her  Government,  whether  it  be  monarchi- 
cal, democratical,  or  ariftocratical ;  be  the  form  what  it  might,  it 
muft  have  a  charader  to  be  depended  upon,^  before  it  would  be 
lafe  to  negociate  with  or  acknowledge  it,  and  until  that  was  the 
cafe  we  had  a  ri^t  to  interfere  for  our  own  fafety.  This  was  the 
opinion  of  the  moil  able  writers  upon  the  law  of  nations,  from  the 
firft  down  to  the  hit,  who  had  written  on  the  fubjed,  and  who 
was,  perhaps,  the  bcft  of  them  all:  he  alluded  to  Vatel,  who 
(aid,  that  where  a  nation  was  refUefs  and  ambitious,  always  intent 
upon  diftmbing  the  peace  of  other  nations,  it  was  the  duty  of  thefc 
nations  :o  aiTociate  for  the  purpofe  of  puttii^  it  in  fuch  a  (bte  as  not 
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to  be  able  to  dtftuib  diem  agaio.  As  to  the  obfervation  of  the  noble 
Diikei  that  the  war  mig^t  be  fuppofed  to  be  carried  on  for  revenge, 
diat  he  muft  deny  ;  itwasnor  fbrrevenge»itwasfbrfecurity  ;  aovl 
he  muft  add,  that  if  the  noUe  Duke  really  thought  Aat  Mintftcn 
were  carrying  on  the  war  to  ikvedietr  own  honour,  infteadof  faving 
the  honour  of  the  nadon,  the  beft  motion  he  could  make,  would  be, 
for  an  Addreft  to  His  Majefiy  to  difmifs  them  finom  his  fervice. 
He  really  thoi]|^t  that  the  amendment  moved  by  his  noble  friend 
the  odier  day,  to  the  motion  of  the  noble  Duke  upon  the  fiibjefi 
txm  before  the  Houfe,  was  quite  as  explicit  as  Miiuikrs  ot^httobe 
upon  the  point  of  the  form  of  Government  of  France ;  it  Aated, 
that  we  ihould  be  ready  to  treat  ibr  peace  whenever  there  ihoidd 
be  a  Government  that  could  give  us  any  fecurity.  The  ptefent  mo- 
tion went  to  fay,  that  the  prefent  was  diat  form  of  Government  in 
France ;  now  he  thought  entirely  odierwife,  and  therefore  he  was 
bound  to  oppofe  this  motion*  He  thought  that  by  attempting  to 
treat  with  the  French,  we  (hould  put  ourfelves  in  a  worfe  (ituation 
than  we  are  in  at  prefent ;  there  was  nodiing  to  convince  htm  that 
their  prefent  Government  was  fo  altered  fiom  the  Government  of 
Robcrfpierre,  as  to  make  it  lafer  now  than  it  would  have  been  then ; 
(or  althou^  there  was  a  litde  outward  alteration,  their  principles 
were  the  fame ;  he  had  faid  long  ago,  that  there  was  no  fiability  in 
the  Government  under  that  tyrant,  and  the  event  had  ptovcd  it. 
If  we  wifhed  to  know  what  would  probably  be  the  refult  of  attempt* 
ing  to  negociate  folely  on  the  good  £iidi  of  the  French  Government, 
we  (hould  look,  at  the  fate  of  Holland,  which  had  been  indifcreet 
enough  to  try  the  eSk&  of  negpciation ;  and  what  had  been  the  con* 
fequence  of  this  new  fnendftiip  of  the  French  to  the  Dutch  ?  AU 
ready  they  treated  them  like  a  conquered  nation — they  had  put  al-> 
snbft  every  thing  in  requilition  ;  he  held  in  his  hand  a  document 
%ririch  would  prove  this  to  be  the  cafe.  Here  his  Lordfhip  read  the 
proclamation  of  the  States  General  to  the  people  of  Holiand,  dii5bited, 
he  faid,  by  the  French,  and  drawn  in  a  manner  to  render  as  palat« 
able  as  poffibie  a  proceeding  of  that  ofienfive  nature,  by  whidi  die 
property  already  put  in  requifition  by  the  French  in  Holbnd, 
amounted  to  about  a  million  fterlit^.  But  it  had  htm  faid,  that 
the  French  Government  had  already  been  acknowledged  by  other 
powers,  and  that  no  evils  had  refiilted  from  that  acknowledgement. 
it  was  difficult,  perhaps^  to  calculate  what  the  evils  might  be  dut 
•would  n;fultfirom  it.  As  ht  as  we  had  any  opportuni^  of  jud^ 
ing,  we  faw  nothing  to  envy  in  die  condition  of  thofe  who  had  aC* 
knowledgpd  them ;  they  were  equisilly  enemies  to  republics  as  to 
monarchies ;    we  all  kpew  how  they  had  treated  the  republic  dt 

S 


Ju  179;.  DEBATES.  Y(I9 


Gedev^  It  w«s  fiM  alfe  diat  thqr  had  been  sckiiowledg^  bf 
tiie  American  republic ;  it  muft  be  obvious  that  the  Americanl 
were  at  too  f^eat  a  diftance  toi  be  much  afl^ed  by  themi  at  leaft 
ftr  a  loi^  time,  for  they  nnift  conquer  many  countries,  and  hare 
Che  entire  dominion  of  the  feas^  before  they  could  materially  alieft 
Aftiericai  and  yet  they  had  trifcd,  as  their  Lordfliipsknew,  thro^gll 
eke  medium  of.Monf.  Genet,  to  throw  then!  into  oonfufionx  not* 
wpdi  he  be  rcfponfible  for  the  part  they  mj|^  take  tdth  regard  to 
Sweden  or  Denmark,  if  they  could  advance  far  enou^.  In  ihort,  hfc 
had  no  doqbt  of  the  part  they  wouU  take  wherever  they  might  hap^ 
pen  to  have  any  power.  From  all  thefe  confideratidns,  he  muft 
fxf^  tfiat  the  <^arafter  of  the  prcficnt  Government  was  fuch  as  we 
could  not  lafdy  treat  with*  When  the  Government  would  be  fudi 
as  10  make  it  fafe  for  us  to  treat,  he  would  then  fay,  the  fooner  thfe 
better;  but  he  believed  he  fpeketfie  language  of  a  majority  of  their 
LonHhips,  when  he  &id,  diat  ncgoeiation  for  peace,  without  cfcm- 
-fidenoe  in  its  fuccefs,  was  worfe  than  war;  and  therefote  theit 
would  be  no  good  in  attempting  to  negodate  now.  He  was  ready 
to  ddare  it  to  be  his  opinion  that  thofe  morions  tended  to.protrad 
inflead  of  aceekrating  the  very  objed  which  we  all  had  in  view, 
mmelyy  a  fafe  and  an  honourable  peace ;  let  their  LonKhips  but 
refled.on  the  idea  going  forth  in  France,  that  the  Houfes  of  Faili- 
sonent  of  rius  country  interfered  with  Government  in  order  to  put 
an  end  to  the  war,  the  confcquenoe  muft  be  that  of  making  the 
cneany  the  more  firm  and  refolute^  which  muft  of  courfe  protraS 
the  period  of  hoftilides.  At  prefent,  however,  a  great  rnajority  of 
both  Houfes  declined  that  interference,  and  he  would  appeal  to 
what  had  pafled  on  that  fubjed  in  this  great  city,  and  in  odiet 
great  towns,  and  aflc  their  I/irdfhips«— Whether  from  the  refolt 
they  were  not  iatisflcd  that  a  large  inajority  of  ail  the  refpcAaUe 
and'  waddiy  peiyle .  in  the  kingdom  concurred  entirely  with  His 
Majefty's  Government  with.refpcd  X.6  the  profecution  of  the  war  } 
his  opinion  was,  therefore,  that  all  motions  of  this  kind  were  im- 
proper*  The  fenfe  of  that  Houfe  had  been  taken  already  upon  the 
fak^cSi^  and  he  hoped  that  nothing  had  happened  fincc  to  chattge 
the  opinion  of  their  LordOups;  be  ihould  therefore  take  the  liberty 
of  moving  die  previous  queftion  ujkm  the  refoludon  propofed  by  the 
mble  Didie.  ' 

The  Duke  of  GRAFTON  fatd,  he  had  great  doubts  whether 
iie  fliduld  be  aUe  to  deliver  his  fentiments  to-night  with  fuffickilt 
iliength  to  be  heard,  and  nothing  but  the  importance  of  the  fubjed^ 
'ihould  have  induced  him  to  attempt  it.  .1  he  motion  of  t]>c  noble 
Duke  had  his  entire  concurrence.     In  proportion  as  any  man  wis 
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attached  \o  die  Confiitiufiori  of  this  country  (by  the  word  CotifHtu- 
tion»  he  did  not  mean  the  empty  found,  which  fome  peHbns  had  of 
late  appeared  to  be  fond  of  repeating,  but  of  the  real  eflence  of  our 
Conftitution,  to  which  he  hoped  many  of  their  Lordlhips  were  ftill 
firmly  attached,)  the  more  a  man  thought  of  fhe  coinmerce  and 
profperity  of  the  country,  the  more  he  thought  of  the  wounds  diat 
had  been  given  to  diat  ConAitution  ;  and  the  more  he  thought  of 
the  difafters  that  bad  befallen  that  commerce,  the  more  his  indigna- 
tion muft  be  excited  againft  thofe  who  had  been'  the  audiors  of  all 
thofe  calamities.  Let  their  Lordflnps  but  compare  all  the  difiiflen 
that  at  any  former  time  had  happened  to  this  country  with  thofe 
which  overwhelmed  it  now,  and  they  would  all  vani(h;  there  was 
fiotliing  in  the  hid  »ry  of  this  world,  that  wa&  equal  to  what  was 
now  pafling  in  Europe.  If  we  lodced  at  the  part  which  Great  Bri- 
tain was  ading  in  the  fcene,  we  (hoiild  find  that  flie  was  rifking  her 
own  exiflence,  for  an  objedt  M-hich  reafon  and  experience  proved  to 
be  unattainable.  He  could  not  help  begging  leave  to  repeat  what 
Jie  had  faid  lad  year  upon  this  fubje6l,  when  be  had  the  mortifica- 
tion to  differ  from  fome  of  his  bed  friends ;  on  his-confcience  he  was 
dien,  and  was  (ince  dill  more  perfuaded,  that  by  a  continuance  in 
this  fydem,  die  Throne  itfelf  would  be  in  danger, '  the  country 
might  be  undone,  and  were  he  not  to  fay  fo,  his  own  peace  of  mind 
would  be  didiirbcd  for  ever ;  for  he  could  not  exped  for  a  moment 
to  enjoy  the  fmalled  portion  of  tranquillity,  if  he  did  not  take  all 
Gonditutional  means  in  his  power  to  awaken  his  follow  fubje£ls  to 
a  fonfe  of  their  danger.  The  motion  of  the  noble  Duke  he  liked 
the  better,  becaufe  it  mentioned  nothing  of  th^  juftice  and  neceflity 
of  the  war ;  it  left  thofe  points  entirely  alone,  and  allowed  noble 
I/>rds  to  make  for  themfelves  what  didinftions  they  pleafed  upon 
that  fubje<Sl,  for  the  real  quedion  was  not  now  how  we  became  in- 
volved in  the  war,  but  what  was  bed  to  be  done  for  the  falvatiqn  of 
the  S»^atc ;  an<i,  taking  it  in  that  view,  the  apparent  benefits  of  the 
motion  were  fo  clear  to  him,  that  he  was  adonifhed  they  did  not  ap- 
pear equally  evident  to  every  noble  Lord  in  that  Houfe  as  they  ap- 
peared to  himfclf.  The  leading  thing  to  be  confidered  was,  that 
the  people  of  this  country  fliould  be  informed  upon  what  ground 
they  were  to  bear  the  burdens  which  this  dreadful  war  was  to  create, 
and  what  was  to  be  the  extent  of  fuch  burdens,  in  order  that  they 
might  know  for  what  they  were  to  prepare  themfelves,  for  the  va* 
rious  declarations  of  Miniders  werefo  contradictory,  and  what 
pafTed  to-night  made  them  more  fo,  that  it  was  impoflible  to  under- 
fland  them.  It  was  by  no  means  clear  at  this  moment,  whether  m 
the  (ydem  of  Miniders  the  re&imof  a*  monarchical  form  of  Govern- 
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molt  in  Fiance  was  not  at  all  events  to  precede  any  negociatton  for 
peace.     He  alluded  to  the  opinion  of  the  Earl  of  Mansfield,  as  he 
hadfcen  it  in  a  newfpaper^  and  wifhed  to  know  whether  that  noble 
Earl  icalljr  thought  that  we  could  not  treat  with  any  form  of  Go- 
vernment in  France  ejLcept  a  monarchy.    Now,  he  wiftied  to  know 
of  what  this  country  was  compounded ;  were  we  or  were  we  not  a 
raixt  Government  ?  If  we  were  a  mixt  Goveniment,  then  the  mo- 
tion of  the  noble  Duke  was  perfei^ly  proper,  bccaufe  it  operated  as 
an  advice  feo  MiniAers,    and  conveyed  proper  information  to  the 
Public,  of  the  grounds  upon  which  a  ncgociation  might  commence. 
If  we  were  merely  a  Government  under  an  Execetive  Cotmcit,  then 
the  motion  was  improper.     If  it  was  clear  that  there  was  no  objec* 
tion  to  the  perfons  who  have  the  Government  of  France ;   there 
UMild  then  be  fomething  to  reft  upon;  but  if  there  was  an  objec- 
tion to  ftem,  then  certain  confidemtions  would  dcferve  to  be  weigh* 
ed  carefully.     Firft,    we  (hould  coniider  what  was  the  degree  of 
probability  that  they  would  be  fucceeded  by  a  fet  of  men,   whofe 
diaraAer  mi^t  anfwer  our  wi(hes.     Then,  what  was  the  length 
of  time  they  (hould  remain  in  adminiftration  bdbte  our  Minifteri 
Ihould  think  their  power  fufficiently  eftablifhed,  before  they  (hould 
think  diem  ftrong  enough  to  be  able  to  adhere  to  their  ftipulations, 
fo  that  we  might  ncgociate  with  them  fafely.     On  the  firft  point  the 
noble  Duke  was  of  opinion  that  there  was  no  profpe6l  that  the  pre- 
fent  rulers  would  foon  be  fucceeeded  by  others,  for  by  their  mode* 
mte,  meitiful  and  wife  decrees,  they  exhibited  a  contraft  to  the 
condud  of  their  laft  tyrant,  and  were  dally  gaining  the  aiFedion  of 
the  people*     On  the  fecond  pointy  therefore,  it  was  unneceffary  to 
make  any  obfervati'ons,  becaufc  it  was  not  likely  to  occur  while  we 
were  able  to  continue  the  w^r.     Having  made  many  obfervatiotis 
on  the  abfurdity  of  dreading  the  effedl  of  French  principles,  and  of 
endeavouring  ta  ftir  up  the  embers  of  the*  allies  into  a  flame  of  of- 
fenfivc  and  efFe£tual  war  againft  the  French,  what  form  of  Govern- 
ment we  pleafed  in  France,  and  die  ruin  that  muft  fall  upon  us  if 
(bmctbing  like  the  motion  now  before  the  Houfe  was  not  carried, 
he  concluded  with  giving  his  moft  hearty  concurrence  to  the  motion 
of  d\e  noUe  Duke. 

The  Earl  of  MANSFIELD  faid,  that  to  form  opinions  of  what 
any  noble  Lords  faid  in  that  Houfe  from  what  appeared  in  the 
newspapers  was  improper^  fox  they  were  often  very. erroneous; 
he  u&d  the  nx>ft  gentle  term  upon  that  fubjeA.  If  it  had  ever 
appeared  in  axiy  newfpaper  that  he  fakji  we  (hould  never  treat  witli 
any  form  of  Government  but  a  mcHiarchy,  it  was  an  opinion  which 
he  never  entertained*     But  if  it  was  (aid  that  he  gave  it  as  his'opK . 
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nion  that  a  monarchy  was  thp  forni  of  Government  toafk  likcljr  to 
heal  the  wounds  of  thzt  uhhappy'ootihtryj  he  was  nor  nEufrepTcfented^ 
His  Lordfhip  then  proceeded  to  argue  on  the  bad  policy  of  die  mo* 
tion.  He  thought  that  in  the  cafe  of  a  perfon  who  had  any  idea  a£ 
a  negociation»  the  firft  thing  he  would  do,  if  he  was  tolerably  y^ltc^ 
would  be  to  inquire,  whether  thofe  with  whom  he  was  about  to  tie* 
gociate,  were  finCere  in  their  intentions,  and  if  to,  whether  thef 
had  the  power  of  carrying  their  intentions  into  cfkSt ;  upon  both 
thefe  points  his  LonUhip  o^ncluded  in  the  nqgative,  with  refpeA  to 
the  prefcnt  Government  of  France.  He  aikcd  their  Loidfliips  to 
refle<5l  on  what  might  have  been  tite  fituaiion  of  this  country  now, 
if  we  had  negociated  with  Roberfpierre;  did  they  bdteve  that  the 
preTcnt  rulers  wwild  ratify  fuch  a  negociation?  He  ofaferved  aUb^ 
that  if  peace  were  re(loi«d»  there  would  be  an  end  Co  Ac  xevoli^ 
tionary  power  of  the  prefent  rulers,  and  althoii^  thty  mig^t  be 
patriotic  enough  to  give  up  their  power  for  Ae  fcrvioe  of  Iheir  coun- 
try, yet  it  was  not  an  extravagant  thing  to  doubt  whether  ihdx  pa- 
triodfm  would  lead  them  (b  far  as  to  make  fuch  a  lacrifice.  He 
wiihed  to  be  informed  if  we  negodated,  whether  we  were  wiUii^  to 
allow  the  poffeflion  of  Flanders  and  Savoy  to  the  republic,  one  and 
jndiviiible  i  And  whether  if  France  ihould  hereafter  be  divided  into 
feveral  republics,  we  ihould  ftipulate  to  oppofe  that  divifion  i  He 
Cud,  he  was  not  fond  of  quoting  the  authority  of  newfpapers  on  the 
ipeeches  of  the  Members  of  the  Convendon,  fince  their  Lordflup 
experienced  fo  much  mifreprefentation  of  their  own ;  but  he  formed 
his  opinion  of  the  proceedings  of  die  Convention  fiom,  the  copies  of 
public  docunijents.  He  faw^  fome  dme  finoe,  as  he  came  ftom  die 
Houfe,  in  the  Leyden  Gazette,  tliis  country  delcribed  cifT4  Nation 
ctlieufe.  He  lielieved  that  this  nation  was  more  interefted,  more 
^er,  and  more  able  to  oppofe  the  French  than  any  other  in  this 
world.  His  Lerdihip  concluded  with  giving  his  moQ  cordial  aflcnt 
to  the  previous  queAion. 

The  Marquis  of  LANSDOWNE  faid,  that  after  the  difcuffibn 
the fubjeiSI  had  already  undei^gone,  it  was unneceflary to  dctaindieir 
Lordlhips  with  much  argument  upon  it.  He  remarked  upon  the 
way  in  which  Miniders  were  now  foftcning  their  former  exprc£- 
fions ;  but  the  (ituation  of  the  country  was  fuch  as  demanded  a  ca- 
tegorical declaration.  We  were  fpending  twenty-Kix  millions  mere- 
ty  as  demurrage  monejr,  in  order  to  fee.  what  the  Chapter  of  Aod- 
dents  would  do  for  us.  He  had  feen  a  MinKhy  watching  the' 
Chapter  of  Accidents,  but  never  ought  die  fate- of  a  nation  to  b* 
put  to  fuch  hazard.  We  were  in  fact  looking  for  the  turn  of  a  tide 
which  y^ras  running  twenty  knots  an  hour  againft  us«     Whait  fecu* 
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rity,  it  was  afked,  could  we  have  had  for  the  continuance  of  peace, 
if  we  had  negociated  with  BrifTot,  or  Roberfpicrre,  or  any  of  the 
leaders  of  the  factions  that  had  fuccceded  one  another  fo  rapidly  in 
France.  The  leaders  of  thefe  faSions  had  taken  the  fituation  of 
France,  with  refpeft  to  foreign  powers,  as  they  found  it;  and  even 
Roberfpicrre  had  been  uniformly  adverfe  to  any  fyftem  of  war  for 
the  purpofes  of  conqueft.  He  need  not  remind  their  Lordfhips, 
that,  in  this  country,  an  Adminiftration  had  been  turned  out  for 
concluding  preliminary  articles  of  peace,  which  articles  were  after- 
wards ratified  by  the  Adminiftration  that  fuccceded.  When  it  was 
faid  diat  the  French  had  no  regular  Government,  let  us  look  at 
their  military  operations,  and  one  fhould  find  them  planned  and 
executed  with  a  vigour  and  ability  fcldom  equalled,  certainly  never 
furpafled.  Every  hour's  delay  M^'ould  put  us  into  a  fituation  Icfs  fa- 
vourable for  negociating,  and  therefore  he  ihould  fupport  the  mo- 
tion. 

Lord  BORINGDON  began  by  apologizing  to  Lord  Mulgrave, 
(who  had  rifen  at  the  fame  time)  for  caufing  to  him  any  delay  in 
the  delivery  of  his  fentiments.  He  faid,  that  as  far  as  the  clebate 
had  then  proceeded,  he  had  heard,  in  his  opinion,  fuch  little  real 
argument  againft  the  previous  qucftion,  which,  without  confider- 
ing  die  truth  or  fallehood  of  the  propofition  of  the  noble  Duke,  was 
the  fubjecS  immediately  before  the  Houfe ;  and  he  faid  he  had  heard 
fo  much  in  fupport  of  it,  that  he  though  it  neceflfary  to  folicit  the 
pardon  of  the  Houfe  for  attempting  to  add  any  thing  to  a  fcak 
which,  in  his  apprehcnfion,  had  fo  great  a  preponderance.  Ash 
was  impoflible  that  the  fpecches  of  every  individual  Peer  fhould  re- 
main always  firefh  in  their  Lordfhips'  memory,  he  would  beg  leave 
to  recall  to  their  rccollcflion,  that  when  he  laft  addreifed  them^  he 
had  fupported  the  addrefs  to  His  Majefty,  on  the  ground  merely  of 
thinking  it  preferable  to  the  amendment,  and  that  on  that  occafioh 
he  had  been  very  far  from  going  to  any  of  thofe  lengths  to  which 
that  Addrefs  was  by  fome  fuppofed  to  extend  itfelf ;  he  faid,  he  had 
alluded  to  that  debate,  for  the  purpofe  of  faying  clearly  and  diffin6lly, 
that  if  in  the  courfe  of  what  he  then  fubmitted  to  the  Houfe,  he 
had  in  any  way  exprefled  or  infinuated  the  moft  diflanf  hope  of  pro- 
curing an  honourable  peace,  by  other  means  than  thofe  of  a  vigo* 
rous  profccution  of  the  war,  that  it  was  only  pofTible  for  him  to 
have  done  fo  from  the  fortune  of  war  being  then  more  equally  ba- 
lanced, and  from  that  diffidence  of  opinioa  which  the  circumfbmces 
of  the  prcfcnt  could  not.  At  that  time,  indeed,  he  could  eafily 
conceive  noble  Lords  coming  forward  with  a  propofition  fimilar  to 
that  now  before  the  Houfe^  but  at  this  exaA  moment  it  was  witb 
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doubt  and  befitation  that  he  could  at  all  account  for  it.     It  really 
flruck  him,  that  if  the  mind  of  man  was  called  upon  to  form  to  it- 
felf  an  ab(lra£l  idea  of  a  time  and  fituation,  in  which  it  would  be 
the  moft  impoluic  for  a  country  to  attempt  oegociation,  that  an  ab-r 
flradl  idea  of  fuch  a  time,  and  fuch  a  (ituation,  would  be  formed, 
as  would  be  found  exactly  and  prccifcly  fimilar  to  that  time  and  that 
fituation  in  which  this  country  fiands  at  prefent.     The  end  of  a  fe-y 
cond  campaign,   which  has  been  attended  with  vcr\'  great  misfor- 
tunes and  difaftersi  a  period  when  your  armies  are  almoft  in  tlie 
aft  of  flying  before  thofc  of  ycur  enemies ;  a  period  not  only  when 
thofe  enemies  are  in  poflfcflTiQn  of  extenfive  territopes,  conquered  by 
their  arms,  l^ut  the  precifc  moment. when  they  have  juft  become  fo, 
and  confequently  the  prccife  moment  when  they  are  moft  likely  td 
Indulge  themfclves  in  the  moft  wild  and  extravagant  expe<ftations, 
all  combined  to  form,  in  bis  mind,  the  idea  of  a  time  above  all 
others  the  moft  improper  for  the  riifclofurc  of  any  wi(h  to  negociatc, 
Added  to  thlefc  eonfiderations,  he  would  call  upon  their  Ix>rdftiips  to 
rejedl  every  meafure  tending  to  humble  the  nation,  (which  teftify- 
ing  a  defirc  to  ncgociate  at  this  precife  moment  unqueftionably  muft) 
at  a  time  when  our  armies  have  been  diftinguiftiing  themfelvcs  by 
unexampled  good  condu6V  and  courage,  aqd  when  they  are  more 
numerous  and  formida^^le  than  we  have  almoft  ever  f^n  them  ;  and 
above  all,    at  a  time  >n'hen  our  naval  and  natural  ftrcngth  is   in- 
.crpafed,  .and  increafing,  and  when,    whatever  may  be  our  conti- 
nental difaftcrs,  that  force  will  be  abundantly  capable  of  guarding 
^ourcoafts  and  protcdting  our  trade.  He  had  hitherto  abftained  froip 
making  any  allqfion  to,  or  grounding  any  argument  upon,  the  iri- 
jternal  Government  of  France.     Of  that  Government,  and  of  tlic 
.phange  of  fv'ftem  which  fcemed  fortunately  to  have  tiken  place  there,, 
he  afTured  the  Houie  he  was. inclined  to  think  as  favourably  as  any 
of  their  Lordftiips  ;  he  had,  however,  forborne  from  refting  any 
aigumcnt  upon  this  part  of-  the  qucftion  ;  in  the  firft  place,  becaufc 
hcwa^not  in  poflefiion  of  any  private  information  which  could  en- 
able him  to  fpeak  with   peculiar  accuracy  upon  it ;  and  fecondly, 
^nd  principally,  becaufe  as  to  the  queftion  of  peace  or  war  at  this 
moment,  it  appeared  to  him  to  be  a  Ycry  inferior cpnfideiaion  in- 
deed.    Was  Louis  the  Fourteenth  on  the  throne  of  France  at  this 
^nftant,  he  ihould  equally  think  that  a  vigorous  profecution  of  the 
var  was  the.  only  probable  means  of  fecuring  an  equitable  peace.-— 
On  the  fubjcdl  of  the  Government  of  France,  therefore,  he  would 
only  fay,  that  it  could  never  be  confidered  as  a  minus  quality  ;  he 
meant,  that  when  other  eonfiderations  ihould  lead  us  to  a  vigorous 
profecution  of  the  war,,  that  the  internal  circumftances  of  that  ooun- 
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tir  ihould  lead  us  to  make  peace.    Some  peiibns  may  think  the'pYe^ 
fcnt  Government  of  France  likely  to  prove  durable ;  others  may 
think  the  contrary.     The  probable  duration  is,  in  any  cafe,  a  mat- 
ter of  doubt ;  and  he  thought  few  would  argue,,  that  you  (hould  ne- 
gociatid  with  a  weak  and  doubtful  power,  where  you  would  not  ne- 
guciace  with  one  of  greater  ftrcngth,  and  more  acknowledged  per* 
manence.     He  faid,  unqueftiohably  the  prcfcnt  Government  of 
France  oiay  acquire  great  flrength  and   permanence,  and  he  for 
one,  in  comnion  widi  the  Public,  rejoiced  extremely  that  the  power 
of  negociatii^  with  that  Government  (whenever  circumftances  might 
render  negociation  expedient)    is  left  completely  open  to  His  Ma- 
jcfty'i  Minifters,  by  the  refolution  whicli  has  recently  been  pafTed 
by  Parliament.     On  thcfubjcdl  of  that  refolution,  the  noble  Duke 
who  opened  the  debate  had  aflerted,  from  what  he  had  heard  re- 
fpeding  itf  that  he  was  led  to  fuppofe  it  had  aiibrded  no  fatisfaSioi> 
to  the  public  mind.     He  certainly  M^as  not  inclined   to  doubt  the 
noble  Duke's  having  received  that  information  ;  but  he  would  beg 
leave  to  fay,  that  he  himfelf  had  received  information  of  a  diredl 
contrary  tendency^  and  that  in  his  heart  he  believed  that  the  refo- 
ludon  in  queilion  had  afforded  veiy  great  fatisfadion  to  the  Public, 
and  that  there  were  very  few,  indeed,  who  would  have  wiflied  it 
to  have  gone  one  (ingle  ftep  farther  than  it  did.     Although  he  con- 
fcffcd  himfelf  defirous  that  thofc  who  are  at  prefcnt  in  power  fliould 
remain  in  their  high  (ituations,  yet  as  a  member  of  the  Public,  and 
as  an  honeft  min,  he  could  not  help  faying,  that  he  fhould  be  much 
better  plcafed  at  feeing  thofe  fituations  occupied  by  other  pcrfons,  in 
cafe  the  difcretionary  power  which  feemed  to  him  to,  be  conveyed  by 
the  late  refolution,  was  to  be  diminilhed  in  the  fmallcft  degree.     He 
laid,  that  whatever  might  be  the  different  opinions  entertained  on 
the  doctrine  of  confidence,  he  believed  that  one  and  all  would  agree, 
that  if  there  was  any  queftion  on  which  that  do<Srine  would  bear  be- 
ing carried  farther  than  on  another,  and  on  which  it  was  the  prac- 
tice of  Parliament  to  interfere  lefs  than  another,  and  to  confide  it- 
felf  on  tlic  difcrction  of  the  executive  fervants  of  the  Crown,  it  was 
on  the  queftion  of  peace  and  war.     He  deprecated  the  idea  of  check- 
ing the  proper  interferences  of  Parliament,  but  thought,  that  at  this 
particular  period,  no  wife  man  would   be  defirous  of  fettering  or 
GQntra6ting  the  difcrction  of  the  King's  fervants.     He  lamented  die 
noUe  Duke's  having  brought  forward  the  fame  queftion,  after  fo 
fliort  an  interval  of  time,  and  faid,  he  thought  that  a  different  line 
of  oondud  would  have  appeared  more  refpcdfiil  to  the  Houie^  lefii 
initating  for  the  Pliblic,  and  better  calculated  to  fecure  theobjcii^  of 
thdr  {»nend  wiOws.  Whether  the  refolution  then  before  the  Houfe 

X  a 
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went  immedialely  to  peace  or  not,  he  thought  it  <fifelo(cd'ah  eag^- 
nefs  to  negociate^  that,  under  the  exadt  circumilances  of  the  coun* 
'  try  at  prefent,  he  thouglit  muA  appear  humHiating ;  and  finom  the 
forces  and  refourccs  of  the  nation,  he  thought  he  might  with  fiifetf 
call  upon  the  Houfe  to  reject  every  mcafure  which  bore  with  it  any 
appearance  of  humiliation,  and  which  feemed  uncalled  for  by  the 
ctrcumftances  of  the  country. 

.  Lord  MULGRAVE  faid,  he  agreed  with  the  Mapquis  of  LasiC- 
tiowne  that  ver}'  little  novelty  had  been  introduced  into  the  preient 
debate ;  the  reafon  was  very  obvious ;  the  ingenuity  of  the  noble 
«  Lords  in  oppofition  could  not  devife  any  new  arguments,  and  there- 
fore it  was  impofTiblc  any  new  anfwers  could  be  made  totheir  ar-- 
guments.     Something  ne^v  had,  however,  been  ihtioduced  fay  the 
noble  Marquis  ;  he  had  talked,  a  great  deal  about  the  Chapter  of 
Accidents.     It  was  evident  that  every  nation  engaged  in  hcflilkies 
muft  look  to  the  chances  of  war.     We  were  in  that  point  of  view 
waiting  for  the  Chapter  of  Accidents  in  preference  to  iSnt  certain 
calamity  of  peace  under  the  prefent  circumAanccs.     It  had  been 
iaid  that  we  were  paying  twenty-fix  millions  for  demurrage  money  ; 
this  money  was  well  laid  out  when  we  confidcred  ihe  evils  that  luid 
been  averted  by  it.     He  defcanted  upon  the  evils  of  war  at  being 
common  to  every  other  war  as  well  as  to  this ;-  and  contrafted  the 
alacrity  with  which  our  foldiers  went  into  the  field  with  the  relu€bint 
obedience  of  the  French,  who  were  dragged  into  it  by  reqoiiidon. 
Peace  was,  defirable,  but  we  were  not  to  put  forth  into  tiic  fea  of 
peace  till  wc  faw  clear  fkies  and  propitious  galest 

The  Duke  of  LEEDvS  fald^  he  thought  the  laft  motion.  wMck 

had  been  made  in  tlic  Hcufc  by  the  noble  Duke,  who  had  bnoi^ht 

forward  the  prcfcnt  one,  was  wife  in  its  principle,  and  likely  to  pro* 

duce  the  moft  beneficial  confequences  to  the  nation,  if  it  had  been 

adopted  ;  it  was  a  motion  wliich  he  thought  deferved  the  moft  ferious 

attention  of  Mi niftcrs,  and  the  moft  deliberate  confideration  of  their 

Lordlhips ;  for  tliough  he  admitted  it  was.  an  abftra<a  propdfition, 

and  amounted  alnioft  to  a  truifm,  yet  he  muft  for  ever  continue  to 

believe  it  merited  the  approbation  of  the  Houfe.    The  prefent  motion 

was  of  a  different  complexion  ;  it  was  not  fo  abftra£t  in  Its  nature ; 

it  went  direftly  and  plainly  to  the  point ;  it  immediately  applied  it- 

fdf  to  the  exifting  Government  of  France,  declaring  that  it  oog^t 

.not  to  be  eonftdered  as  any  obftacle  to  a  negociation ;  it  by  no  means 

Jiowever  imfdied  any  dired^  obligation  to  negociate,  unlefs  4m  ftieh 

terms  as  would  be  honomabie  in  this  country  to  propofe  or  accept. 

.The  difibenee  between  the  two  nx)tions  was,  that  this  plainly  al- 

idted  tbat  the  afioal  fitoatioRs  of  the  govtmmem^  of  this  countfy 
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and  of  France  ou^  not  to  preclude  a  negociation  for  a  peaee :  he 
fokSdr  agreed  whh  that  propofition,  and  thought  that  it  wdl  de« 
fervcd  the  attention  of  His  Majefly's  Miniftcrs.     It  did  not  bind 
them  to  negociate  contrary  to  the  intcrefts  of  the  country,  nor  by 
any  mean^  took  away  the  advantages  they  might  expe£t  to  gain  fay 
die  moft  vigdrous  exertions  the  country  could  make  at  the  prefent 
jiindhire.    As  to  the  rifks  which  It  had  been  fupjpofed  might  be  ron^ 
by  an  attempt  to  negociate,  he  muft  obferve,  that  an  argument  of 
diac  nature  was  equally  concliiiive  againft  ncgociating  at  any  periodi 
and  with  any  people  ;  for  no  negociation  could  exclude  thepoflibility  * 
of  riflcy  and  no  form  of  government  exided  in  which  as  much  might 
not  be  apprehended.     It  had  been  afked  whether  the  Houfe  would 
have  treated  with  Louis  XIV.  if  he  were  in  the  fame  circumftiftces 
as  the  FicDch  Republia  now  wa>  ?  He,  for  one,  had  no  hefitsmoa 
in  declaring  he  wbuld  not ;  but  he  ncverthelefs  cdnfidered  the  Re- 
public in  a  far  diffeient  light,  and  had  as  little  hefitation  in  declaring 
he  wooid  treat  with  them.    So  little  was  he  convinced  by  what  had 
been  find  againft  the  profpefl  of  a  permanent  peace  with  the  Republic, 
that  he  even  went  farther  than  the  noble  Duke,  and  was  ready  to 
treat  widi  the  French  to-mom>w.     It  had  been  objected,  that  the 
piefent  rulers  of  France  were  not  likely  to  remain  permanently  in 
their  iituationsi  and  therefore  it  would  be  unf^ife  to  treat  with  them  ; 
if,  however,  the  objedion  went  to  the  defcription  of  men,  it  would 
e^dude  all  probability  of  negociation  at  any  period,  bccnufe  at  all 
times  obje^ions  might  be  made  to  the  perfons  who  had  the  fway  in. 
any  nation  whatever.     It  was  a  haughty  declaration  to  the  French, 
that  wc  would  condcfcend  at  fome  period  or  other  to  open  a  nego- 
ciation with  them ;  but  at  prefent  we  had  too  mean  an  opinion  of 
ihcm  to  condefcend  fo  far.    He  wifticd  to  know,  if  the  Govemmcrit 
of  Fiance  were  not  permanent,  whence  proceeded  thofe  great  and 
amazing  exertbns  that  had  been  witnelTcd  for  fo  long  a  time.     It 
mi^t  be  faid,  that  *e  people  at  large  fubmitted  ;  it  mattered  little 
to  him  w*hencc  it  pnxeedcd  ;  but  cotdd  any  thing  more  be  expeded 
from  the  beft  regulated  government,  than  that  the  people  {houM 
fobmit  to  the  hardihips  neceilary  to  enable  the  Government  to  make 
foch  zfloniihing  cjjerrions  ?     How  long  the  people  would  fubmit  to 
fuch  haMfliips,  he  could  not  tell ;  but  he  perfe^ly  agreed  widi  the 
lioble  Mover,'  that  even  if  the  overture  on  our  part  were  decKned, 
it  would  be  prodadive  of  the  mofl  beneficial  effe4a!S;  the  confe- 
qucnees  would  be  vigour  and  unanimity  in  this  country — fecbfcntffs 
9mA  4Ucard  m  France.    *  A  rtlftakc  had  been  made  by  one  noble 
liord  HI  tho  d*3te,  with  refpeS  to  Holland  ;  it  was  not  true  that 
any  irmiftKe'lnd  been  agreed  on,  and  iherefc^e  ali  die  ccr.:!u'.t<^s 
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trith  refpe6l  to  the  treatment  of  Holland,  from  that  fuppofitkm, 
were  not  well  founded.  He  could  not  fee  the  lead  rtiifchief  arifii^ 
from  the  motion  ;  it  did  not  tend,  as  had  been  fuppofed,  to  ctamp 
our  exertions  for  our  army,  nor  to  defeat  our  enetgy  in  the  naval 
department :  nor  could  he  believe  that  with  all  the  love  of  glory ^ 
all  the  afFedion  for  their  country,  by  which  the  people  of  England 
were  more  peculiarly  charadterifed^  the  patriotiim  and  energy  of  the 
country  would  be  at  all  diminifhed  by  knowing  that  they  were  fitt- 
ing, not  for  extermination  and  maflacre,  but  in  defence  of  their 
country  and  their  liberty.  Though  he  had  not  the  hope  that  he 
(boold  have  the  honour  of  voting  with  the  majority  to-night,  he 
fliould  certainly  vote  for  the  motion  of  the  noble  Duke. 

Lord  HAWKESBURY  faid,  he  had  only  obfcrved,  "that  the 
Dutch  attempted  to  negpciate,  and  propofed  an  armiflicc,  which  did 
not  fave  them  from  invafion. 

The  EarLof  CARLISLE  expreiled  his  furprife,  that  any  noble 
Lord  flu>uld  refer  to  newfpaper  reports  of  proceedings  in  Parliament, 
which  were  never  corre6l.  He  thought  it  was  whimfical  enoi^hi 
that  an  overture  for  peace  fhould  be  confidered  as  beneficial,  whe- 
ther accepted  or  rejcded  ;  as  he,  however,  could  not  believe  that 
aifertion,  but  confidered  the  motion  as  tending  to  fow  the  feeds  of 
defpair  in  the  nation,  he  (hould  vote  for  the  previous  queftion. 

The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE  faid,  that  his  noble  friend  had 
been  accufed  of  want  of  refpedl  to  their  Lordlhips,  in  bringing  on 
the  prefent  motion  after  the  reje£lion  of  the  former  one  on  the  fame 
fubje£l.  Their  Lordlhips  would,  he  thought,  acquit  his  noble 
friend  and  himfelf  of  any  want  of  refped.  As  to  the  irritation 
which  it  had  been  alledged  this  difcuflion  would  produce  on  the 
minds  of  the  people,  if  it  was  meant  by  that,  that  it  was  calculated 
to  irritate  them  againft  the  government  of  the  country,  tlicre  was 
no  ground  for  the  aifertion  ;  but  if  it  were  meant  that  it  would  rouze 
the  people  from  their  prefent  infatuation  to  a  proper  fenfe  of  the 
ftaie  in  which  they  were,  he  confidered  it  as  highly  meritorious,  for 
into  a  more  dangerous  and  fatal  fecurity  the  people  of  this  CQuntiy 
were  rievcr  lulled  ;  few  of  them,  indeed,  fcemed  awake  to  the  hor- 
rors of  the  fituation  in  which  they  were  involved  by  the  mifcondad 
of  Minifters,  and  meritorious  he  muft  confider  it  to  open  their  eyes. 
The  motion  he  confidered  as  more  peculiarly  neceflary,  after  the 
amendment  which  had  beei^  made  on  the  late  motion :  the  words  in 
that  amendment,  which  (fatted  France  not  to  be  capable  of  obferving 
the  ufual  relatipns  of  peace  and  amity,  w.ere  of  a  very  dangerous  ten- 
dency. No  form  of  government  was  incapable  of  obierving  tht 
ufual  relations  of  peace  and  amity  ;  and  if  they  merely  related  to  die 
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individuak  at  the  head  of  afFairs>  it  was  contrary  to  the  pra<%ce  of 
all  States.     Never  was  there  a  period  in  which  one  State  had  re« 
fufed  to  n^ociate  with  another,  becaufe  the  Governors  were  weak 
or  wicked.     The  expreflions  ufed  were  epithets  of  anarchy,  and 
v^cnc  the  dangerous  length  of  declaring,  that  the  people  of  France 
were  now  in  that  deplorable  (tate.     If  it  was  fuppofed  that  the  in- 
dividuals who  fucceeded  to  power  in  that  country,  would  a^  in  con* 
rradidtion  to  their  predeceflbrs,  why,  if  Briilbt  and  the  Girondlfts 
vere  the  atilhor^  of  the  war,  did  not  Robefpierre  endeavour  to  reftore 
peace  ?  or,  if  he  was  a  favourer  of  war,  did  it  not  follow  fpom  the 
principle,  that  now  moderatifm  was  eihibliOied,  the  rulers  of  France 
mud  be  inclined  to  peace  ?  With  refpcdl  to  the  bad  treatment  th* 
Dutch  had  been  fuppofed  to  experience,  and  the  requifition  of  cer- 
tain articles  from  that  nation,  would  any  one  fay,  that  the  French 
were  the  only  people  who  would  exadl  an  indemnity  for  what  th^ 
had  fuftered  by  the  war  r  The  Minifters  of  Great  Britain,  a  twelvo- 
nionth  ago,  when  they  fpokc  a  litclc  plainer  Englilh,  and  did  not 
deal  in  equivocating  language  fo  much  as  at  prefcnt,  held  out  their 
f)bjcd  to  be,  indemnity  for  the  paft,  and  fecurity  for  the  future^ 
Did  anyone  imagine  that,  when  they  in  their  pride  of  fuccefs,  after 
taking  Valenciennes  and  Condc,  and  while  they  talked  of  march- 
ing to  Paris,  would  have  been  contented  with  a  requifition  of  pro- 
viiions  and  cloathing  r  Did  not  every  one  know  that  their  indemnity 
was  confidered  as  of  a  much  larger  amount  ?  To  fuppofe  that  our 
cxprtions  could  have  faved  Holland,  was  as  abfurd  as  to  imagine 
that  wc  had  intcrcft  with  the  '.eternal  ruler  of  the  univcrfc,  to  have 
prevented  the  fevere  frod  which  had  taken  place  in  that  countlry. 
}f  he  had  ftatcd  laft  year,  as  was  now  found  to  be  the  cafe,  that  the 
French  would  not  wiih  to  make  Holland  a  department,  and  that 
they  would  leave  the  Dutch  the  choice  of  their  own  magiffaates,  he 
O)ould  have  been  laughed  at ;  nay,  Minifters  then  thought  that  the 
French,  if  ever  they  got  to  Amderdam,  would  eredt  the  guillotine^ 
and  facrifice  thoufands  to  their  lawlcfs  ambition.  .  He  fliould  dread 
as  much  as  any  man,  an  invafion  of  this  country,  becaufe  in  fo  new 
and  tiying  a  fituation,  the  people  would  be  incapable  of  making  fuch 
exertions  as  thofe  who  had  been  more  expofed  to  fuch  a  calamity ; 
he  therefore  hoped  Minifters  would  ceafe  their  mad  pareer  before  fuch 
a  dreadful  pveiu  would  be  likely  to  take  place.     Thb  motion  he  by 
no  means  thought  likely  to  deprefs  the  fpirits  of  the  people  ^  on  the 
contraiy,  he  was  one  of  tliofe  who  expeded  the  heft  ef&As  from  it» 
as  the  rcfufal  would  tend  to  throw .  the  blame  of  the  conteft  on^  the 
Government  of  France.     Let  their  Lordfhips  call  to  mind  the  Ian* 
euage  held  with  refpe<^  to  America^  when  it  %?at  iaid  that  the^ 
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was  no  Government  with  which  we  eould  negociate.  A  noble  Earl 
(Carlifle)  had  been  in  America,  as  a  Commiflionery  a  fltuadon  in 
which  it  was  mare  particularly  his  duty  to  inquire  into  the  ftate  of 
ihc  Government,  and  yet  the  noble  Earl  %VQuld  have  been  under 
noftBall'diificultyy  if  required,  on  his  return,  to  give  a  particular 
deicription  of  the  American  Government.  How  unreafonable  then 
was  it  to  call  upon  any  man  who  propofed  negoctating  with  France 
for  a  particular  dcfcriptionof  the  French  Government  ?  With  Ame- 
rica we  had  negociated  before  fhe  had  even  pretended  to  fettle  her 
form  of  Government ;  and  America  we  had  found  capable  of 
maintaining  the  accuftomed  relations  of  peace  and  amity.  The 
fligumcnt  of  Minifters,  that  wc  (hould  degrade  ourfelves  by  (hew- 
ing a  difpofition  to  negociatc  in  the  hour  of  misfortune,  was  one 
ibat  would  be  daily  ftrengthened  by  their  conduft ;  for  while  they 
»6ted  as  they  had  done  hitherto,  nodiing  but  misfortune  waa  to  be 
expected. 

The  Earl  of  CARLISLE  faid,  that  while  the  great  charaflcr 
now  at  the  head  of  the  afialrs  of  America  dirc(f)ed  her  councils, 
there  was  no  reafon  to  fear  that  peace,  fo  advantageous  to  that  coun- 
try and  to  this,  would  not  be  maintained.  When  he  returned  ftom 
America  he  (hould  not  have  propo  ed  negociacion,  unlefs  perfuaded 
that  there  was  a  government  condllent  with  religion,  morality,  and 
fecial  order. 

Lord  BORINGDON  rofc  in  explanation,  and  aflurcd  the 
Qoble  Earl  (Lauderdak)  thai  he  had  mifconceived  his  meaning,  if 
he.tliought  he  hadaccufed  the  mover  of  the  qucftion  of  any  inten- 
tion of  imcating  the  Public,  or  being  difrci|)ectful  to  the  Houfe, 
He  faid,  no  man  could  deprecate  more  than  he  did  the  idea  of  af- 
iixir^  particular  motives  to  the  public  condud^  of  any  one,  and  be 
could  aflfure  the  noble  Lord,  with  great  truth,  that  he  gave  him 
every  pofliblc  credit  for  good  motives  and  patriotic  intentions. 

Earl  SPENCER  felt  himfclf  called  upon  by  fome  infmuations 
which  had  been  thrown  out  upon  the  motives  which  actuated  His 
Majelty's  minifters  in  the  profecution  of  the  war,  to  fay  a  fow 
.  words.  It  had  been  ftated,  that  the  minifter  had  an  intereft  to 
carry  on  the  war  ;  nay,  it  had  been  even  ftated  tfiat  the  war  was 
to  be  carried  on  to  eternity.  What  intercft  the  minifters  of  this 
country  could  have  in  wKhing  for  war  he  could  not  conceive  *,  it 
Was  a  ilatp  in  which  no  country  (hould  involve  itfelf,  except  upon 
the.  iaft  extremity.  With  rcffeGt  to  the  motion  made  by  the  vM^ 
Duke,  he  could  not  aflfent  to  it,  becauie  it  could  not,  in  his  opintoy)^ 
be  attended  with  any  beneficial  confequences  ;  on  the  contrary,  it 
would  have  the  efiedt  wtuch  he  had  upon  a  former  occafton  mcA- 
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dontd/m.  dvit'  of  encoun^tng  the  epcmy.     Ah  idea  had  been 

moft  induAriouflf  circulated,  that  it  was  the  intention  of  MiniAers 

never  to  make  peace  until  a  Monarchlal  form  of  Government  was 

c&bliflied  in  France :  this  unfounded  opinion  had  been  entirely  done 

VLVf2j  by  the  amendment  propofed  on  the  laft  debate  upon  this  fub« 

jod  by  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  therefore  he  (hould  give  his  vote 

for  the  previous  qucAion.    Much  reliance  had  been  placed  upon  the 

ugoment  that,  if  France  refufed  our  overtures,  it  would  eflfedhjallf 

unite  the  pe<^le  of  this  country. — ^Whatever  difference  of  opinion 

might  prevail  about  politics,  there  was  one  point  in  ^ich  he  hoped 

all  the  people  of  England  were  firmly  united,  viz.  to  (land  or  fall 

tog^er  in  defence  of  their  country.  It  appeared  to  him,  therefore, 

by  no  means  neceflfary  that  we  fhould  give  to  France  an  opportunity 

of  treating  cur  propofals  with  infult* 

Lord  SCARBOROUGH  fupported  the  previous  qucftion. 

Lord  STANHOPE  faid,  their  Lordfhips  might  perhaps  confi- 
tlcr  his  appearance  a^t  a  'fort  of  Bow-ftrcet  bufincfs,  cr  as  the  appa«» 
rition  of  a  departed  Sans  CuloiU.  •  They  might  remember,  diat 
Lord  Chefterfield  ftrtd  there  wefre  three  forts  of  vifits,  without  any 
appropmo^  term  • ;  a  (hortone  he  called  a  vis^  z  'moderate  one  a  vifit^ 
and  a  long  one  a  vi/itaiion :  he  had  come  to  make  their  Lordfhips  a 
vis ;  and  the  learned  prelates  need  not  fear  a  vilitation  from  hini. 
He  was  not  come  to  debate  on  the  qucdion,  beCaufe  it  did  not  go 
far  enough  for  him*— Here  the  noble  Earl  was  called  to  order  by 

The  Duke  of  BEDFORD,  who  fubmitted  to  dieir  Lord(hip» 
whether  it  was  proper  that  any  noble  Lord  ihould  be  allowed  to  pit>* 
oced,  who  exprefsly  avowed  that  he  did  not  mean  to  fay  a  word  to 
the  queftion: 

Earl  STANHOPE  faid.  Bit  purpofc  in  rifing  was  to  introduce 
a  niotion,  which  he  meant'  to  make  on  another  fubjed,  when  he  was 
again  called  to  order  by 

The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE,  who  fupported  the  Duke  of 
Bedford's  opinion  on  the  point  of  order,  and  more  particularly  tht 
inPQgulaiity,  contrary  to  every  cuftom  of  that  Houfe,  of  introducing 
aay  motion  without  a  previous  notice. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  followed  the  two  noble  Lords 
in  the  fame  opinion,  and  thought  it  highly  diforderly  for  any  noUit 
Lord  to  begin  his  fpeech>  by  faying  .that  he  did  not  mean  to  fpeak 
to  the  qucftion. 

Esctl  STANHOPE  faid,  then  he  would  meet  all  their  objections 

« 

*  Vide  a  letter  fumiihed  by  that  nobleman  to  a  periodical  paper,  en<« 
titled  '**  The  World,"  conducted  by  Mr.  Moore  and  hW  literary  friends, 
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b^  {pe&ltig  to  die  ^ucfHon,  which  he  had  a  fi^t  to  do,  and  there^ 
fore  he  tnuft  fay  that  he  difapproved  of  the  motion,  bccaufe  it  did 
not  go  the  length  of  declaring  that  we  had  no  right  to  interfiMre  with 
the  Government  of  France.  He  faid  he  held  in  his  hand  apetition^ 
which  ftatcd  circumfUnces  that  he  thought  amoanfed  to  an  infra^ion 
of  a  treaty  between  Sir  Charles  Grey  and  the  French,  for  fending 
prifoners  that  had  been  exchanged  to  their  own  country^  inftcad  ot  i 
whjch  they  were  brought  to  England,  and  now  imprifoned  in  Por- 
chcfter  cafile  *,  this  was  the  fubjefi  upon  which  he  intended  to  make 
bis  motion. 

The  Duke  of  MONTROSE  again  called  him  to  order,  and 
fiated  what  the  regular  mode  of  proceeding  was ;  In  which  the  Uoufe, 
after  a  few  words  from  the  Earl  of  Carlifle  and  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
feemed  to  agree,  when  ftrangers  were  ordeitd  to  withdraii^  and  were 
not  re-admitted. 

We  underftand  that  the  pom!  of  order  being  fettled. 
The  Duke  of  BEDFORD  made  a  very  «ble  reply  to  the  aifil>- 
ments  ufed  againft  his  motion.   . 

ThcHoufe  divided  on  the  previous  qucOioA. 

Contents  75  ;  Not  contents  1 2.^-»Maj«rity  63*. 
After  the  fird  divifion,  we  underftood  that  Earl  Stanhope  pre^ 
.iented  a  petition  to  the  Houfe  from  cert^n  Frenchmen  confined  in 
Porchefte?  pr^fon ;  which  petition  fiated,  ift,  That  they  were  de- 
tained there  contrary  to  the  good  faith  of  nations,  inafmuch  as  they 
.had  been  promUsd  by  the  proclamation  of  Sir  Charles  Grey,  and  of 
.Sir  John  Jervis,  that  they  were  to  be  carried  to  France,  adly,  That 
Ibme  Frenchman  in  that  prifon  had  actually  died  fiom  cold  and  hr 
mine.  Earl  Stanhope  moved  that  the  petition  (hould  lie  upon  the 
:tablc.     On  a  divllion  thc^re  appeared 

Againfl  that  motion  42  i  For  it  5.     Motion  negatived  by  a 
majority  0^37. 

PROTEST. 

Becaufe  we  concelvd  the  repeated  declarations  made  ia  the  pame  of  the 

'K.ing,  and  the  refolutions  come  to  by  this  Houfe,   are>  as  they  now 

'  Aatid,  an  effe^aal  bar  to  all  negodaaion  with  the  prefent  Government 

of  France,  which  can  alone  be  removed  by  a  refolution  of  a  fimtlar  na- 

.ture  t9  that  avoided  by  the  previous  quedion,  and  which  is  become  the 

"more  ncceflar)',  from  the  declaration  of  His  Majefty's  Mimftcrs  in  de- 

'bate.     That  the  Goveramenc  of  France  is  of  fuch  a  charadter,  as  to  pre- 

.'elude  the  poffibilit^  of  treating,  fo  long  as  they  (hall  continue  to  a^  on 

their  prefent  principles — A  declaration  which  wc  conceiTe  to  convey  little 

Icfs  than  a  deteuni Ration  to  carry  on  the  war  upon  fuch  principles,  that 

it  can  alone  be  terminated  by  the  deftrudion  of  one  or  both  the  nations. 

BEDFORD. 
LAUDERDALE. 
EUCKl  N  GHAMSHIRE. 
GUILFORD. 
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'  Friday^   lyh  Febfuarf. 

The  Rqpl  alTent  was  given  by  commiflion  to  the  bill  for  prohu. 
biting  the  export  and  encouraging  the  imrort  of  gn in  into  this  king- 
dom, dutyfree,  and  to  four  other  bills  i>t  a  private  n-^^'j-'e. 

The  Commiflioncrs  were  the  Lord  Clianccllor,  the  Archbifhop 
of  Canterbury,  and  the  Duke  of  Portland. 

Monday  J   l6th  February. 

No  debate.     Adjourned  till  Thurfday. 

Friday^  %otb  Fcbruar/y  till  Tuefdayy   24fh  February  inclMfivef 

No  debate.     Adjourned  till 

« 

•  Thurfday y   26th  February.* 

The  order  of-  the  day  being  read  for  taking  the  Report  of  flic 
Lonk  Committee,  appointed  to  infpc£t  the  journals,  as  to  the  mode 
of  ^ving  judgement  on  trials  for  high  crimes  and  mifdemeanors^ 
into  coidideration, 

Lord  THURLOW  rofc,  and  obferved  that  on  an  attentive  eon- 
Cdenttion  of  the  various  precedents  reported  to  their  Lordlhipsi^  ^^ 
did  not  appear  that  any  onfe  of  them  came  near  the  cafe  now  under 
dictr  deliberation.  The  one  that  bore  any  thing  like  a  refembiaflBP 
to  it,  was  the  cafe  of  Lord  Middlcfcx,  who  vras  impeached  on  a 
variety  of  arddes,  fomc  of  which  contained  different  allegations. 
The  iropeachnient  of  IVfr.  HaAings  was  in  ntany  points  diflinfl 
from  every  ot)ier  cafe  that  had  been  brought  before  a  court  of  juff- 
tice  in  Gieat  Britain.  The  number  of  articles  preferred  were 
twenty^  each  containing  a  great  variety  of  different  allegations.  The 
Commons  had  given  no  evidence  upon  fourteen  of  the  articles,  and 
upon  very  inconflderable  parts  of  three  more.  Sp  tliat,  to  fpeak 
fliore  accuratelyi  it  might  be  faid,  that  on  four-fifths  of  the  articles 
Ae  Commons  had  given  no  evidence  at  all.  It  appeared,  there^* 
fore,  but  aa  a<ft  of  juftice  to  the  Defendant,  to  acquit  him,  in  the 
fixfliaftanoey  of  four-fifths  of  the  matter  dated  in  the  articles.  As 
to  the  articles  on  whieh  the  Commons  had  g^ven  evidence,  it  ap- 
peared tp  him  to  be  impoffible,  either  in  juAice  to  the  Commons 
i>r  to  the  defeiidantj,  to  put  one  quefiion  only  on  each  article,  which 
had  been  die  geneial  pra£licc ;  becaufe  each  article  comprifed  fp 
many  crjminal  fa£b,  that,  if  there  was  any  difference  of  opinion 
amongft  their  Lordihips,  it  would  be  neceffary  to  put  a  feparate 
queftion  upon  each  allegation.  What  he  (hould  propofe,  therefore^ 
ix  the  prdent,  would  bc^  that  the  Ho}ife  (hould  rcfolve  itfclf  int^ 
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a  Committee  of  the  whole  Houfc,  where  the  matter  might  be  ftillj; 
difcuired,  and  where  every  Lord  would  have  an  opportunity  of  de- 
livering his  ientiments  on  every  point,  in  the  fullcft  manner. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  concurred  entirely  in  opinion 
with  Lord  Thurlow  on  the  motion. 

.   The  report  was  thcrefo^rc  referred  to  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
Houfe. 

On  being  afked  by  the  Lord  Chancellor,  what  day  he  would  pro^ 
pofe  to  proceed,  - 

Lord  THURLOW  faid,  he  was  ready  at   any  tHne,  having 
"  gone  through  the  whole  of  the  evidence  whh  all  the  care  and  atten- 
tion of  which  he  was  capatle  ;  but,  as  fome  noble  Lords  wiflied  a 
farther  time  ro  refrefli  their  memories,  he  propofed  to  proceed  eg 
the  following  Monday.     Which  was  agreed  to.         '     ^    *  ^ 

Friday  J   2']th  Feiruary. 

Lord  ARDEN  brought  up  from  the  Commons  the  pounfy- 
Quota  Landmen  bill,  which  was  read  a  firft  time,  and  ordaied  ta 
be  read  a  fecond  time.     Adjourned.  • 

Saturday 9   2^th  February. 

The  County-Qiiota  bill  was  read  a  fecond  lime,  and  oommitte^ 

fcrTuefday.  ^  -.:-:::-:.. 

Monday f   2d  March. 

The  Houfe  having  rcfolved  itfclf  into  a  Committee  on  Ac  im- 
"pcachment  of  Warren  Haftings,  Efq.,  ^         '"       ' 

Lord  THORLOW  rofc  to  open  the  mode  of  proC^ing.  He 
expilained  at-very  confiderable  Icrtgth  his  idea  of  the  nature  of  the 
prcfent  trial.  His  LordHiip  complained  much  of  the  loofenefs  and 
inaccuracy  with  which  the  articles  were  drawn,  containing  many 
affertions  which  were  either  palpably  falfe,  or  grofsly  abfurd,  arid 
which  a  very  rroderate  application  to  the  documents,  of  whidx  thofc 
who  fupported  the  profecution  were  in  polfeflion,  would  have  con- 
vinced them  could  not  be  fubilantiated.  He  was  very  far  from 
wiihing  to  throw  an  imputation  on  the  Managers  for  thcfe  inaccif- 
racies,  and  dill  lefs  on  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  who  codid  not 
poffibly  be  fuppofed  to  look  at  the  minutiae  of  fuchextcnfivc  articles, 
Comprt  hpndinjg  in  them  all  the  important  tranfa^tons  of  a  great  cm-* 
'pire  for  the  fpace  of  thirteen  years.  The  zeal  of  the  agents  who 
drew  the  articles,  had  certainly  outrun  their  dilcretion.  The  im- 
•peachinen«,  however,  might  now  be  faid  to  reft  upon  four  points- 
breach  of.  feitli,  oppreffion,  and  injuftice,  as  in  the  two  articles.of 
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Cheyt  Siog  ai)d  (}ie  Begom ;  jcorruption,  as  in  die  Mide  of  the  pr^ 
ients  ;^  and  a  wanton  waftc  of  the  public  nioney  for  private  purpofeti, 
a&  in  the  oontrads.  In  confiderhig  the  two  fiHl  points,  he  con-* 
ceivcd  k  would  become  their  Lordfliips  to  refle£kon  the  fitaadon  in 
which  Mr.  Haftings  was  placed.  PofieHed  of  abfolute  power^  the 
queftion  would  be,  had  he  exerted  tliat  power  for  the  public  good, 
or  h^d  he  pn  any  occafion  been  a^uated  by  bafe  or  malicious  mo- 
tives ?  If  in  the  (^afe  of  Chcyt  ^^lng  and  the  Begums,  dieir  Lord- 
ihip&  {hould  be  of  opinion  that  k . ,  was  neither  malicious  nor  corrupt, 
the  charges  naturally  fell  to  thi  ground.  It  was  the  duty  of  Mr. 
Haftings  to  prefer ve  the  empire  committed  to  his  care,  and  in  pur* 
fuit  of  that  important  object  to  adopt  the  meafures  beft  adapted  to  at- 
tain his  end. 

Lord  Thurlow  faid,  that  the  preamble  to  the  articles  was  mate- 
rially defe£live.  It  .charged  Mr.  Hadings  as  the  authpr,  and  fixod^ 
upon  him  tHe  fole  rcfponfibility  of  all  the  a6ls  recited  in  the  t^^trenty 
articles.  The  preamble  contained  a  falfe  ftatement  of  his  fituation, 
for  the  purpofe  of  fixing  rcfponfibility  upon  him,  for  a£is  in  foiAe 
Jnftances  done  by  others ;  in  fome  iiiilanccs  ih  which  others  partici- 
pated :  but  as  Mr.  Haftings  was  die  only  perfon  impeached,  the  - 
preamble  fuppofcd  him  to  poflfefs  the  folc  power  In  Bengal.  Yet 
fiom  1772  to  1774,  he  was  the  Prefidentof  a  Council  of  thir- 
teen ;  from  1774  to  1776,  he  was  Prefident  of  a  Council  of  five, 
ind  invariably  in  a  minority.  From  1 776  to  the  time  of  his  de- 
parture in  1 7 85,  he  fometimcs  polTeflfed  that  power  which  his  caft- 
iif  vote  in  Counojil  gave  him,  and,  on  many  important  public  oc- 
cations,  was  over-ruled  by  a  majority.  By  a  precedent  at  that 
time  on  the  tiiU^,  it  appeared  that  the  Houfe,  in  the  cafe  of  the 
Earl  of  Suffolk,  had  difchurgcd  fevcral  articles  of  his  impeachment, 
becaufe  otlier  Lords  of  the  Council  ^ho  were  concerned  with  him  in 
the  matter  contained  in  the  anicles,  were  not  impeached.  His 
LordOiip  again  deiired  to  be  undcrftood  as  laying  no  blame  upon  the 
Houfe  of  Commons  for  preferring  articles,  compriling  a  fpace  of 
thirteen  years,  and  including  in  them  every  adl  of  importance  <lone 
during  that  period  in  Bengal,  civil,  military,  political,  and  finan- 
cial. He  could  not,  however,  avoid  exprcffing  his  fuUeft  convic- 
tion, that  if  in  the  laft  Parliament  the  Commons  had  feparately 
comidered  the  articles,  they  could  not,  under  apy  polTible  circum* 
ibnces,  have  been  fent,  in  their  prefcnt  (h^ipc  at  lead,  to  thdr 
Lordfliips' Court- . 

As  to  the  mode  of  proceeding,  it  occurred  to  his  Lordfhip,  that 
.the  only  way  to  do  jufticc  both  to  the  Public  and  the  defendant, 
would  be  to  take  up  the  allegations  in  the  articles  one  by  one,, if  any 
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diflcrence  of  opinion  (hould  exift.  For  inftance,  if  their  LcNrdfliips 
were  of  opinion  that  the  Commons  had  not  made  good  any  part  of 
the  Benares  article,  then  a  fingic  queftion  might  decide  it  \  but  if 
any  noble  Lord  thought  that  folne  allegadons  were  made  out,  and  .  i 
others  not,  it  would  be  necefTary  to  put  a  vote  upon  each,  fince^  in 
point  of  fad,  there  were  fo  many  ads  dated  to  be  criminal,  th^t 
the  Benares  charge  did  in  truth  contain  a  great  number  of  articles, 
on  each  of  which,  if  adifFerence  of  opinion  exifted,  they  nuift  come 
lo  a  feparatc  vote. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  concurred  generally  in  what  had 
fallen  from  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  but  could  not  go  quite  fo 
far  as  to  fay  that  Mr.  HaAings  would  be  juftified  in  any  grofs  ablife 
of  the  arbitrary  power  which  he  poflefTed,  even  though  it  ihould  be 
made  clear  that  he  was  a6luated  neither  by  corrupt  nor  by  malicious 
mativcs.     Mr.  Haitings  had  great  power  lodged  in  his  hands  un> 
doubtcdly.     He  was  refponlible  to  his  country  for  a  proper  ufe  of 
that  power  ;  and  however  pure  his  intentions  might  have  been,  if 
he  violated  every  principle  of  morality  and  juftice,  he  (hould  not 
think  that  a'ly  public  exigency  ought  to  be  pleaded  as  a  jufUfkatlon. 
His  Lordfhip  folly  concurred  with  Lord  Thudow  in  opinion,  as  to 
the  loofenefs  and  careleffnefs  with  which  the  articles  were  drawn, 
and  the  great  length  to  which  they  ran.     He  alfo  conceived  that  the 
mode  propofed  to  bo  adopted  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  ws  thb 
mjft  proper,  as  a  proceeding  of  this  great  importance  could  nof  hb 
tcx)  ddiberatcly  confidercd ;  and  when  their  Lord(hips  had  gone 
through  the  whole  in  the  Committee,  there  would  be  an  opportu- 
nity to  rc-confider  it  upon  the  report. 

Lord  THURLOW  faid,  that  as  thdr  Lordiliips  fcemed  to  be 
unanimoufly  agreed  to  proceed  point  by  point,  he  would  begin  with 
the  Benares  charge :  and  here  he  conceived  no  queftion  could  poC- 
iibly  arife  until  they  came  to  the  demand  made  by  the  Bengal  Go- 
vernment for  a  war  fublldy  in  the  year  1778.  This  demand,  the 
Commons  ailert,  though  made  a[^arently  on  public  giounds,  was 
in  fa£t  made  to  fatisfy  the  preconceived  malice  of  Mr.  Haftings,  and 
was  part  of  a  regular  plan  laid  down  by  Mr.  Haftings  to  eSkA  the 
totad  ruin  of  Cheyt  Sing.  Their  Lordfhips  therefore  muft  examine 
the  queftion  of  r^ht,  arkl  they  muft  look,  which  he  confefled  he 
had  in  vain,  for  the  evidence  to  fubftantiate  the  chai^  of  malke. 
If  there  was  no  proof  of  malice,  the  charge  fell  to  the  ground,  urdefs 
the  adts  done  by  Mr.  Haftings  were  of  fuch  a  nature  as  to  carry 
along  with  them  ample  proofs  of  the  maliciouft  motives  in  which 
they  originated.  In  reviewing  this  fuhjedl,  he  faw  the  mpft  pcrfed^ 
confiftcncy  in  Mr.  Haftings  s  canduci  throughout. 
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He  bcgsn  by  dedsuiiighjs  perfed  conviction  of  thp  right  of  th<5 
the  Company  to  demand  military  aid.  He  appealed  to  the  writiLii 
iaitrumcnts  which  had  been  executed  on  the  transfer  of  the  0;ve-> 
reigQty  of  Benares  to  the  Englifh,  to  prove  that  we  had  not  given 
up  the  right,  and  he  properly  rcfentcd  the  Rajah's  difobedicncc.— 
Mn  Frandsy  profeffing  to  entertain  doubts  as  to  the  right,  always 
concurred  with  Mr.  HaAings  in  making  the  demands,  but  drew 
back  in  the  years  1778  and  1779>  on  the  Rajah's  delays  in  com- 
plying with  thoTe  demands.  In  1780,  indeed,  he  fully  concurred 
.with  Mr.  Haftings.  His  Lordfhip  obferved,  diat  he  ihould  have 
occafion  to  recur  to  fome  palTages  in  die  written  evidence,  and  there* 
fore  be  would  propofe  to  defer  their  deciiion.  unto  the  fdlowlng 
day. 

After  a  few  words  from  Lord  MOIRA  and  Lord  CAERNAR- 
VON, on  the  nature  of  Zemindary  tenures,  the  Committee  rcport- 
td  progrefsy  and  were  appointed  to  meet  the  fdlowing  day. 

Tuefday,  2^  March. 

The  Houfe  refolved  itfelf  into  a.  Committee  upon  the  bill  to  com- 
pel each  pari(h  in  the  kingdom  to  provide  men  for  the  fervice  of 
the  navy.  Lord  Walfir^ham  in  the  chair.  ' 

Eari  SPENCER  took  a  flight  review  of  the  {Principle  of  die  bill, 
which  he  faid,  he  hoped,  would  not  be  obje£ted  to,  becatiie  it 
adopted  a  mode  hitherto  unattempted :  the  exiding  circumitances 
of  the  times  required  every  effort  to  be  made  for  the  fervice  of  the 
navy  ;  and  it  would  be  found  that  every  poffible  exerdon  was  mak- 
ing by  His  Majefty's  Miniflers.  In  the  years  1792  and  J 793, 
more  men  had  been  raifed  than  ever  had  been  done  before  in  the 
fame  period,  yet  nK>re  were  iliU  wanting ;  and  this  method  hid 
been  thought  die  moft  advifcable  to  procure  them,  as  being  neither 
injurious  nor  oppreflivc  to  the  fubjedt. 

The  Marqub  of  BUCKINGHAM  rofe  in  oppcrfition  to  the 
biU,  and  contended,  that  it  was  both  oppreflive,  and  in  the  prcfcnt 
moinem  unnecefTary.  In  all  the  times  when  this  country  was  in 
the  greateft  danger  by  threatened  invafions,  there  was  but  one  in- 
fiance  wherein  the  ufual  pradice  of  railing  men  had  been  deviated 
from ;  and  which  practice,  it  might  almoft  be  faid,  by  cuftomt 
had  become  conltitutional,  at  leaft  it  was  generally  underltood  that 
His  Majcfty  bad  the  power,  and  if  the  power,  the  duty,  for  there 
was  no  power  wluch  had  not  a  duty  attadied  to  it,  to  command  the 
fervice  of  evety-flian  in  this  country,  when  thofe  fcrvices  were 
wanting.  To  the  maritime  towns,  it  was  that  Government  had 
kxikcd  for  men,  and  there  they  had  found  them  without  refoxting^ 
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to  the  interior  of  the  countr;.     He  might  be  told  there  was  no  dif- 
ferci  ce  whether  we  tork  men  "from  one  part  or  die  ofher ;  but  ih 
hir  opinion,  there  was  a  n^.aterial  one  ;  for  putting  n?en  on  btiard  of 
Ihips  from  tlic  coafting  towns  v/as  little  or  no  liardftiip,  for  they 
vcre  ufed  to  the  fea,  and  their  families  were  acciiflomed  to  theif* 
braving  its  dangers  ;  but  it  was  not  fo'with  thofe   in  the  interior  ; 
and  indeed  he  was  afraid,  mueh  as  he  difliked  to   ufe  tlie  phrafc, 
that  it  would  be  confidercd  as  a  ftate  of  requifition.     His  Lordfhip 
begged  to  be  underftood  as  not  objeflingto  it  fixim  a  wiih  to  weaken 
the  hands  of  Government ;  he  knew  they  had  an  arduous  taik  to 
combat,  and  that  they  required  every  degree  of  ftrei^th  that  could 
be  given  them  ;  his  obje<Sion   to  this  meafure  was,  that  it  would 
more  weaken  than  ftrcngtlien  them,  and  he  would  be  forry  to  fee  it 
adopted,  when,  by  the  papers  that  were  laid  on  the  table,  it  ap- 
peared there  were  nolcfs  than  43,000  fallors,  men  and  boys,  who 
at  this  moment  had  protcflions.     Was  it  not,  dicrefore,  extremely 
injudicious  to  create  ill  blood  throughout  the  kingdom,  by'raifing 
the  paltry  number  of  nine  or  ten  thoufand  landmen,  when  fuch  an 
immediate  fupply  of  better  men  was  in  their  power  i  Having  dwelt 
for  fomie  time  on  the  bill  in  this  point  of  view,  he  proceeded  to  con- 
fider  it  as  a  tax  bill,  in  which,  'as  wcH  as  in  the  fupply  of  men,  he 
contended  the   proportion  was  unfairly  drawn,  whether  calculated 
fiom  population  or  wealth;  for  inftance,  Yoikfhirc,  under  this 
bill,  would  have  to  fupply  one- ninth  part ;  and  who  could  fay  that 
was  not  beyond  her  proportion  in  both  Acfe  points  ?  The  expcnces 
attending  the  forms  appointed,  he  thought  particularly  hard;  he 
had  made  an  eilimate  of  what  would  be  the  fum  in  the  county  in 
which  he  li/cd  (BuckirijghamQiire),  and  found  it  would  amount  to 
no  lefs  than  9001.     His  Lordlhip  next  reverted  to  the  wording  of 
feveral  daufes ;  fomc  of  which,^  he  infifted,  muft  be  altered,  to 
render  it  clear  and  explicit ;  and  having  pointed  thofp  out,-  he  con- 
cluded, by  declaring  he  Ihould  move  amendments  as  the  claufe$ 
were  read. 

Earl  SPENCER,  in  reply,  expveffcd  his  furprife  that  the  prin- 
ciple of  tlic  bill  (hould  be  debated  at  the.  time  of  going  into  the 
Committee ;  and  therefore  trufted  the  Houfe  would  go  through  the 
claufes,  and  debate  its  principle,  when  that  would  be  more  regu- 
larly before  them.  He  then  entered  into  a  general  aafwer  to  the 
noble  Marquis,  in  foppbrt  of  the  meafure,  and  defonded  the  word- 
ing of  the  claufes  which  had  been  objeded  to. 

The  bill  was  then  read  claufe  by  daufe,  and  the  Marqpis  of 
BUCKINGHAM  prc^fcd  feverat  amendments,  all  of  which  weie 
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nqgadved.     The  bill  paflcd  the  Committee,  and  was  ordered  to  be 
reported. 

The  Houfe  having  now  refolved  itfelf  into  a  Committee  on  the 
impeachment  of  Warren  Haftings,  Efi|.  the  clerk  proceeded  to  • 
read  from  the  evidence  given  on  the  profecution  and  defence,  the 
feveral  letters  and  confultations  that  had  a  reference  to  the  demands 
made  in  the  years  1778,  1779,  1780,  the -demand  of  cavalry, 
and  fomc  other  points,  which  Lord  Caernarvon  defired  might  be 
read.  From  the  number  of  books  which  were  to  be  referred  to,  the 
Managers  having  omitted  material  paiTagcs  neceflaty  to  the  clear 
underftandin^of  the  fubjeA,  which  were  to  be  made  up  by  a  refe- 
rence to  the  evidence  given  in  defence  \  near  three  hours  were  em* 
ployed  in  reading  evidence,  When 

Lord  THURLOW  rofe  and  faid,  he  was  exceedingly  forry  in-. 
decd  that  he  had  undefignedly  been  the  caufe  of  fo  much  of  their 
Lbrdfbips'  time  having  been  confumed,  and  fo  little  to  their  edifi- 
cadon.  If  he  had  not  believed  that  lefs  than  half  an  hour  would 
have  anfwered  for  all  he  wanted,  he  would  have  trufted  to  his  own 
notes,  which  he  now  fonnd  were  perfeflly  accurate.  All  he  could 
aflure  their  Lordlhips  was,  that  he  would  not  bring  them  into  fuch 
a  dilemma  again. 

The  Earl  of  CAERNARVON  defircd  it  might  be  underftood, 
that  he  had  not  propofed  the  reading  of  evidence;  but  finding  the 
clerk  employed,  he  had  defired  him  to  read  feme  additional  paf- 
iages,  which  in  his  view  of  the  fubje6t  appeared  to  be  material. 

Lord  THURLOW  faid,  he  took  the  whole  blame  to  himfelf, 
and  would  avoid  fuch  an  error  in  future.  He  afifured  their  Lord- 
lhips, that  when  they  met  again,  he  would  do  what  he  was  con- 
fident every  other  Noble  Lord  would  do  alfo :  he  would  refer  to 
every  tittle  of  evidence  that  applied  to  the  article  before  their  Lord- 
lhips ;  but  if  by  any  chance  he  miflfed  any  point,  which  if  he  did, 
itmuft  be  by  mere  accident,  for  he  had  attentively  read  and  confi- 
deied  the  whole,  any  noble  Lord  would  fupply  the  defed  of  his 
memory,  by  referring  to  the  evidence  itfelf ;  and  the  fame  rule 
would  obtain  with  every  other  noble  Lord. 

The   Committee   then  adjourned  to   Thurfday    the    5th   of 
March. 

fFednefJayf  4th  March, 

m 

The  County-Quota  Landmen  bill  for  the  better  manning  the 
navy,  was  read  a  third  time,  and  paltcd. 
Their  Lordlhips  were  ordered  to  be  fummoned  to*morrow,   to 
Voi-XLH.  Z       ^ 
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take  into  cotifidcration  the  mode  of  giving  Judgement  in  the  cafe  of 

Warren  Haftings,  Efq. 

* 

Tfjurfday,   ^ih  March. 

The  Houfe  refolvcd  itfelf  into  a  Committee  to  confider  farther  of 
the  charges  of  the  impeachment  againft  Warren  Mailings,  Efq. 
and  after  a  paufe  of  fomc  minutes. 

Lord  MOIRA  rofe,  and  faid,  if  no  other  noble  Lord  would 
condcfccnd  to  begin  the  difcuflTion  of  the  day,  he  would  take  the 
liberty  of  opening  it,  not  conceiving  that  the  circumftancc  of  his 
not  having  been  able  to  attend  the  Committee  before  that  day,  pre- 
cluded him  from  giving  his  opinion  on  any  part  of  the  proceedings, 
as  he  had  been  prefent  pretty  regularly  on  the  days  of  trial  in  Wcft- 
minfler  Hall.  His  Lordfliip  faid,  he  would  not  make  a  motion, 
but  would  ftate  two  propofitions,  leaving  it  to  their  Lord(hips  to 
form  any  queftion  out  of  them  that  they  fhould  think  proper  to  fub- 
mit  to  a  vote. 

His  firft  propofition,  which  for  the  fake  of  convenience  he  would 
put  negatively,  would  be  to  this  purport : 

"  That  the  Government  of  Bengal  had  no  right  to  exa(3  a  tri- 
bute from  Chcyt  Sing." 

If  this  queftion  was  decided  affirmatively,  it  would  put  an  end 
to  farther  difcuflion  ;  if  it  were  n^tived,  he  would  then  ftatc  as  a 
propofition  naturally  refulting  from  the  negative  of  the- former, 

**  That  the  Government  of  Bengal  had  regularly  exercifcd  dicir 
right  of  fovereignty  in  cxadting  tribute  from  Cheyt  Sing." 

Lord  MOIRA  faid,  that  he  certainly  intended  to  vote  againft  his 
own  motion,  bccaufe  he  was  perfe<ftly  convinced  that  the  Bengal 
Government  had  a  right  to  demand  military  aid  from  Cheyt  Sing, 
in  time  of  war,  and  that  Mr.  Haftings  would  have  negle<fted  his 
duty  if  he  had  not  demanded  it.  He  was  equally  convinced,  that 
in  making  the  fcveral  demands,  Mr.  Haftings  was  not  afluated  by 
malice,  but  by  a  fcnfe  of  public  duty.  He  was  not  fo. fixed  in  his 
opinion  as  to  the  mode  of  proceeding,  as  not  to  be  perfeflly  wil- 
ling to  adopt  any  other  motion  that  might  be  made,  which  would 
equally  conduce  to  bring  the  merits  of  the  cafe  into  difcuflion. 

The  Eari  of  CAERNARVON  obfcrved,  that  previous  to  any 
difcuflion  of  the  mode  of  proceeding  into  the  examination  of  the 
vinous  allegations,  be  conceived  it  would  well  become  the  dignity 
and  tfie  honour  of  their  Lordfliips,  to  fettle  what  Lords  had,  and 
what  .noble  Lords  had  not  a  right  to  vote.  He  faw  new  faces  in 
the  Committee  every  day ;  but  it  would  be  to  the  eternal  difgracc  of 
thdr  Lordfhipsj  if  Lords  who  had  not  attended  (hould  ultimately 
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vote  in  Weftminftcr  Hall%  His,  LorfMhip  objcdlcd  tp  the  motions 
of  Lord  Moira,  and  prefijrred  the  mode  of  taking  the  criminal  alle- 
gations fcparatcly. 

The  Earl  of  MOIRA  faid  in  reply,  that  he  was  fure  the  noble 
EvI  did  not  allude  to  him  as  amongft  the  Lords  who  had  iK>t  at- 
tended ;  for  except  to  fomc  part  of  the  reply  in  the  laft  year,  he  had^ 
attended  the  trial  very  regularly.  On  this  article,  however,  his 
Lordfliip  faid,  the  evid-^nce  brought  by  the  profccution  had  fo  com- 
pletely acquitted  Mr.  Haflings  of  all  degree  of  blame,  and  had  fo 
cibbliihed  his  merits,  that  he  for  one  would  have  been  ready  to  ac- 
quit Mr.  Haftings,  had  he  not  heard  one  word  in  his  defence.  As 
to  his  motions,  their  Lord(hips  would  recoiled  he  had  not  made 
them,  but  merely  ftated  them  as  propofitions.  He  was  ready  to 
withdraw  them,  and  to  give  way  to  any  noble  Lord  who  might 
propofe  any  other  method  of  arguing  and  difcufTmg  the  merits  of 
the  cafe. 

The  Earl  of  COVENTRY  (aid,  that  though  perfedly  agreeing 
with  the  noble  Earl,  that  it  would  be  in  the  higheft  degree  indecent 
fur  Lords  to  vote  who  had  not  attended,  he  knew  not  how  they  could 
draw  the  line. 

The  Earl  of  MANSFIELD  expreflcd  the  fame  fentiments. 
To  himfelf  the  obfer\'ation  of  the  noble  Earl  could  not  apply,  for 
it  had  happened,  by  moft  extraordinary  good  fortune,  as  he  might 
call  it,  that  in  a  trial  M^hich  had  lafted  fevcn  years,  he  had  not  been 
abfent  more  than  fcven  hours. 

The  Marquis  of  LANSDOWNE  flrongly  contended  that  it  was 
the  ri^t  of  every  noble  Lord,  even  thofc  created  in  the  prefent  fef- 
fwn,  to  vote  if  they  pleafed,  bccaufc  they  had  not  the  power  to 
draw  the  line,  nor  to  abridge  the  privileges  of  any  one  of  tlieir  Lord- 
fcips.  But  when  he  admitted  the  right,  he  would  add,  God  for- 
bid that  in  a  (ingle  indance  he  (hould  fee  the  right  exercifed.  In- 
deed there  was  no  danger.  Ho  congratulated  their  Lordlhips  on 
the  grave,  folemn,  and  judicial  manner  in  which  they  were  proceed- 
ing. It  was  highly  to  the  credit  of  Government  that  nothing  like 
party  or  influence  appcarrd.  A  trial  which  had  laftcd  feven  years, 
andliad  attraclcd  the  attention  and  the  wonder  of  the  world,  would 
now  be  determined  by  the  fixed  rules  of  law  and  jufticc.  As  to 
the.  Benares  article,  he  had  attended  it  during  the  profecution,  and 
was  ready,  like  the  noble  Lord  (Moira,)  on  that  partial  (latement 
of  the  cafe,  to  vote  for  the  acquittal  of  Mr.  Haftings,  if  he  were  to 
vote  at  all,  which  he  certainly  did  not  mean  to  do,  having  been 
mod  unwillingly  compelled  to  difcontinue  his  attendance  by  the 
ftatc  of  his  hcalthi  after  the  firft  two  and  twenty  days  of  the  trial. 

Z  2 
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He  hadj  however,  read  all  the  proceedings,  and  had  certainly 
formed  a  clear  and  decided  opinion  upon  the  cafe.  He  (hoiild 
dqem  it  his  duty  to  attend  the  Committee,  and  to  offer  his  fenti- 
ments  from  time  to  time  if  he  thought  it  ncccifary. 

The  Earl  of  CAERNARVON  lofe  again,  and  faid  he  was  not 
cqnvinced  by  any  thing  which  had  fallen  from  noble  Lords,  that 
the  Houfc  had  not  a  right  to  determine  what  Lords  fhould  and 
fhould  not  vote :  He  claimed  it  in  juftice  to  Mr.  HaiUngs ;  in  juf- 
tice  to  their  Lordfhips,  fome  of  whom  might  eventually  at  a  future 
period  be  in  his  (ituation  ;  and  it  appeared  to  him  to  be  a  mod 
monl^rous  idea,  abhorrent  to  every  principle  of  the  law  of  England, 
that  judges  who  had  not  heard,  fhoqld  determine  a  criminal 
caufe. 

Lord  THURLOW  rofc,  and  though  perfeAly  concurring  in 
fentiments  with  the  noble  Earl,  as  he  believed  every  Lord  prefcnt 
did,  yet  gave  it  as  his  opinion,  that  ever)'  Lord  muft  draw  the  line 
for  himfelf ;  his  own  confcicnce  and  his  own  fenfc  of  honour  muft 
determine  how  many  days  attendance  entitled  him  to  vote.  If 
their  Lordftiips  thought  tlicy  might  controul  the  Court,  the  mode 
muft  be,  to  appoint  a  Committee,  to  examine  what  days  the  fevc- 
ral  Lords  had  attended,  and  then  to  determine  how  many  days  at- 
tendance entitled  a  Lord  to  vote.  His  own  fituation  for  the  firft 
five  years  of  this  trial,  his  Lordfhip  faid,  had  made  his  attendance 
indifpcnfable.  He  certainly  had  flackcned  irf  his  attendance  the  two 
laft  years,  and  if  on  that  account  he  were  to  be  excluded,  it  would 
fnvc  him  a  gotxl  deal  of  trouble ;  and  had  he  earlier  kmwTi  of  fuch 
a  refolution,  it  would  have  faved  him  much  more ;  fince  he  had 
been  employed  diligently  for  fome  months  in  going  through  an  im- 
mcnfc  quantity  of  rubbi(h  and  tralh,  in  the  midft  of  which  was  dif- 
pcrfcd  the  very  little  evidence,  \\hich  was  of  confequence  in  this 
caufe.  The  noble  Lord  who  propofcd  the  motions  was  willing  not 
to  make  them ;  and  he,  for  his  part,  was  fo  perfecftly  indifferent  as 
to  the  mode  in  which  the  matter  was  difcuifed,  that  the  diflerent 
manner  in  bringing  it  forward,  was  not,  in  his  opinion,  worth  the 
half  hour  that  had  been  loft  in  debating  it.  For  the  fake,  however, 
of  coming  to  fome  point,  he  would  move  that  "  the  Bengal  Go- 
vernment had  a  right  to  demand  military  aid  from  Cheyt  Sing." 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  faid,  he  had  but  one  objeaion 
to  that  motion,  which  was,  that  it  did  not  go  to  the  whole  extent  of 
the  charge,  and  confequendy  would  prove  nugatory ;  becaufe,  fup- 
pofing  the  right  to  be  admitted  and  eftablifhed,  it  would  ftill  remain 
a  queftlon,  whether  that  right  had  been  reafonably,  expediendy, 
and  wifely  exercifed.     His  Lordftiip  detailed  and  reviewed  all  the 
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drcuinlbnces  under  which  the  fubiidy  had  been  claimed  and  received 
in  1778  and  1779 ;  and  faid,  he  was  ready  to  admits  that  the 
G>innions  had  not  made  good  their  charge  in  refpc£^  to  thofe  two 
years ;  with  regard  to  them,  therefore,  Mr.  HaftiDgs  muft  ftand  ac- 
quitted. But  the  condud  of  the  Governor  General  in  relation  to 
die  tranfa^ons  with  Cheyt  Sing,  in  the  year  1780,  appeared  to 
him  to  ftand  in  a  dificrent  point  of  view,  and  to  call  for  other  con- 
fidcrations.  To  fay  the  leaft  of  that  conduft  on  the  part  of  Mr. 
Haftings,  it  merited  a  certain  degree  of  blame ;  but  how  far  it 
might  rife  up  to  a  high  crime  and  mifdemeanor,  would  depend  on 
other  and  future  proceedings  of  the  Governor  General,  that  yet  rc- 
mamed  to  be  difcuffed.  His  Lord(hip  explained  the  ground  on 
which  he  relied  this  obfcrvation,  to  be  the  faft  of  Mr.  HaAings 
having,  in  the  year  1780,  received  a  prefent  of  two  lacks  of  rupees, 
and  having  altogether  fupprclTed  that  circumftance  from  his  council, 
^whcn  they  were  about  to  make  a  farther  claim  of  five  lacks  from 
Cheyt  Sing,  as  the  war  fubfidy,* 

Lord  THURLOW  bcg2:cd  to  know,  what  queftion  they  Ihould 
agree  to  decide  upon.  He  declared,  he  was  perfe6tly  indifferent 
as  to  the  form  of  the  qucftion,  provided  it  was  clear  and  intelligible. 
He  by  no  means  wifhed  that  they  (hould  come  to  any  decifion  in  the 
Committee,  which  would  cither  preclude  or  affed  the  full  exercife 
pf  every  noble  Lord's  judgment,  when,  after  repeated  difcufTion  of 
the  charges,  allegation  by  allegation,  they  (hould  arrive  at  the  ftagc 
of  die  bufinefs,  when  they  fliould  have  to  confider  what  fhould  be 
the  queltion  to  be  put  to  each  noble  Lord  in  Weftminftcr  Hall. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  coincided  with  the  noble  Lord, 
and  farther  explained  himfclf. 

Lord  THURLOW  replied  very  fhortly ;  and  it  was  agreed  to 
take  a  qucflion  on  each  fpccific  fad  criminally  alledged  in  the 
charges,  excepting  only  where  they  were  fo  blended  as  to  conftitute 
coUedlively  one  head  of  charge. 

The  Chairman  of  the  Committee  (Lord  Walfingham)  then  read 
thequcftion  in  the  following  form  :  "  That  the  Commons  had  made 
good  their  chaige  in  refpedt  to  the  tribute  claimed  and  received  from 
Cheyt  Sing,  the  Raja  of  Benares,  in  17;^  8." 

The  Earl  of  RADNOR  faid,  he  did  not  mean  to  detain  the 
Committee  from  the  queftipn :  He  rofe  merely  to  fuggeft  the  infertion 
of  a  few  words  by  way  of  ameadment,  vix.  after  the  word  **  that," 
to  infert  the  words,  "  It  be  the  qucftion  in  Weftminfter  Hall,  that — " 
His  Lordfliip  in  an  under  tone  of  vo}ce  Hated  the  reafons  which  in- 
duced him  to  offer  tliis  amendment. 
The  Earl  of  CAERNARVON  fiud,  lie  undcrflood  that  it  was 
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on  all  Hands  agreed  that  any  quefUon  put  and  decided  upon- in  the 
Committee^  with  regard  to  particular  fads  and  allegations  in  the 
charges,  was  not  to  interfere  with  or  afFedt  the  quedlon  or  queftions 
that  were  to  be  put  ultimately  to  noble  Lords  in  Weftrainftcr  Hall  ; 
that  ultimate  qucdion  was  to  remain  untouched  for  the  prefent  and 
fully  open  to  future  free  difcuflion,  after  tlic  Committee  had  gone 
through  all  tlie  parts  of  the  various  claufes  feparately. 

Lord  TKURLOW  declared  that  to  have  been  prccifcly  his 
meaning.  His  LordJhip  fpokc  of  the  great  importance  of  the  pro- 
ceeding, the  rcfpefl  due  to  the  Commons  v/ho  iiad  fcnt  up  the  im- 
peachment, and  theacc  inferred  the  propriety  of  fubjecting  the 
charges  and  the  evidence,  in  part  and  in  the  whole,  to  frequent 
folemn  and  deliberate  difcuflion. 

The  Earl  of  RADNOR  faid  he  myft  ftill  perfift  to  move  his 
amendment. 

.  Thatquefiibn  was  then  put,  "  Th^t  the  words  of  the  amend- 
ment ftand  part  of  the  motion,*'-  wjicn  the  Cliairman  declared  the 
Not -contents  had  it. 

The  quedion  was  then  put  on  the  original  motion,  and  the  Nsh 
canttnts  carried  it  nemine  diffentienie. 

The  Committee  adjourned  to  the  next  day. 

FruUjy   bth  March. 

Their  I-^rd(hips  having  rcfolvcd  themfclves  into  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  Houfe,  proceeded  to  the  farther  confideration  of  the 
charges  preferred  by  the  Commons,  as  conftituting  the  articles  of 
Impeachment  againft  Mr.  Haftings,  the  evidence  adduced  in  fup- 
port  of  the  charges,  and  the  proceedings  on  the  trial. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  opened  the  difcuffion  of  the 
day  by  a  mafterly  difplay  of  all  the  fiicls  relative  to  that  part  of  the 
firft  article  of  charge  which  related  to  the  condud  of  Mr.  Halvings, 
in  refpc(5t  to  his  having  taken  two  locks  of  rupees  as  a  perfonal  prefent 
to  himfelf  from  Cheyt  Sing,  in  the  year  1780,  and  in  the  fame 
year  demanded  a  tribute  of  five  lacks,  together  with  the  demand  of 
the  cavalry,  and  all  the  fubfequcnt  tranfaftions,  including  the  cor- 
rcfpondcnce  between  Chtyt  Sing  and  the  Governor  General,  the 
proceeding  to  arreft  Che)t  Sing, ,  and  the  cpnfequcnccs  that  followed. 
His  Lordftiip  compared  the  evidence  with  the  fads,  as  he  argued 
tipon  each,  and  declared  he  rcfted  upon  no  fiicl  which  had  not,  in 
his  opinion,  been  either  fully  cftablilhed  by  written  or  parole  evi- 
den/de,  or.admittcd  by  Mr.  Haftings  himfelf  in  his  defence,  deli- 
vered in  by  him  to  the  Houfe  of  Commons.  He  read  the  fevcral 
Jcttcr?;  in.qucAion^  treated  fully  of  the  negcciation  witji  Kir.  Haf- 
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tings  at  Calcutta,  ciafried  on  through  the  medium  of  the  Raja's 
Buxey,  in  order  to  get  the  war  fubfidy  remitted;  and  after  having 
minutely  detailed  every  circumftance  of  that  part  of  the  Benares 
charge  which  referred  to  the  before-mentioned  events,  and  con- 
tending that  coIle<ftivcly  they  clearly  and  undeniably  conveyed  much 
imputation  of  blame  on  the  Governor  General,  his  Lordfliip  ad- 
verted to  two  other  material  points,  which  muft  neccflarily  weigh 
confiderably  with  their  Lordfhips  in  preparing  and  making  up  their 
minds  to  the  general  judgment  thai  would  ultimately  come  to  be 
confidered,  viz.  the  motives  that  influenced  Mr.  Haftings,  and  the 
principles  of  Government  on  which  he  avowedly  adcd  in  the  courfc 
of  that  condu*^  which  it  had  been  his  bufinefs  that  diay  to  review, 
A  man's  motives,  his  Lordfliip  faid,  was  the  laft  matter  for 
him  to  inquire  into,  or  to  decide  upon,  bccaufe  in  general  they 
were  infcrutable,  being  known  only  to  himfelf  and  to  the  Almighty; 
but  when  a  man,  fo  far  from  attempting  to  conceal  or  diffemblc 
his  motives,  afligneti  themhimftlf,  and  declared  openly  that  thofc 
were  the  motives  on  which  he  profeffcd  to  act,  and  did  aftually 
proceed,  it  was  impoflible  not  to  believe  him,  and  not  only  fair 
and  i/i'arrantable,  but  neceflary,  to  confider  and  *  to  treat  them  as 
the  motives  of  bis  condu6t.  Mr.  Hafiings  had  declared  in  his  de- 
fence given  in  to  vhc  Commons,  and  it  appea^-ed  in  various  parts  of 
the  evidence  referring  to  the  particular  fubjedl  under  confideration^  • 
and  to  other  charges,  that  he  a6ted  from  motives  of  pcrfonal  rc- 
fentment  to  Cheyt  Sing,  and  meant  to  punifh  him  fur  an  affront 
to  himfelf.  With  regard  to  the  principles  of  government  laid  down 
by  Mr.  Hadings,  it  clearly  was  his  principle  to  confider  himfelf  as 
an  abfolute  Sovereign,  and  to  conceive  that  he  had,  as  fuch,*  a 
ri^t  to  cxadl  from  tributary  and  dependent  Princes,  all  their  grain^ 
and  all  their  revenues,  in  moments  of  danger  and  exigency  to  the 
cxifting  Government  of  the  country.  This  was,  his  Lordfhip  faid, 
a  moft  abominable  principle  of  Government,  a  principle  that  a 
Britiffi  Houfc  of  Parliament  (hould  never  liften  to  with  patience ; 
?nd  yet  it  was  evident  that  Mr.  liaftings  not  only  a6ted  lipon  it, 
but  recommended  it  to  Lord  Macarincy,  as  a  principle  to  be  cxer- 
cifcd  by  the  Britilh  Government  in  Madras,  and  in  every  part  of 
India,  during  a  war  with  Hyder  Ally,  or  any  powerful  Prince  in 
the  country.  Their  Lordfliips  might  fatisfy  themfelves  upon  this 
point,  by  turning  to  the  evidence  of  Shiply,  where  they  would  find 
the  letter  from  Mr.  Hailings  to  Lord  Macartney,  to  which  he  al-  . 
ludcd.  In  that  letter  he  ftrenuoufly  advifes  the  noble  Lord  to  take 
all  the  Uajah  of  Tanjore's.  grain  and  trcafur(j  for  the  public  fervice, 
leaving  him  in  poflcffion  only  of  a  bare  fubfiftence  during  the  war. 
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Having  eicpatiated  on  this  point,  and  dated  the  difTerence  between 
an  abfolute  Sovereign,  and  a  Governor  of  a  diftant  territory  be- 
longing to  Great  Britain ;  he  cxprefled  himfelf  happyan  the  recol- 
Ie£lion  that  every  Minifter  was  refponlible  for  his  conddS  to  that 
Houfe,  whether  he  a£ted  under  the  orders  of  His  Majefty  or  thofe 
of  the  Eaft-India  Coitipany ;  and  viewing  the  four  feveral  claufes  in 
the  light  which,  he  did,  he  conceived  they  amounted  to  that  which 
the  Commons  had  charged,  a  high  crime  and  mifdenneanor.  lie 
fhould  therefore  conclude  by  moving  that  the  Commons  had  made 
gpod  the  firft  article  relative  to  the  fubfidy  of  1780  ;  the  demand 
of  cavalry;  and  the  inju(\ice  of  Mr.  Haftings,  infalfelv  accuting 
Chejrt  Sing  of  being  unpun^ual  in  the  payment  of  his  kids ;  and 
the  arreft,  for  the  purpofe  of  fining  him  forty  or  fifty  lack  of  rupees< 
The  Lord  Chancellor  faid,  that  Cheyt  Sing's  letter  to  Mr,  Raf- 
tings was  a  full  and  complete  refutation  of  all  the  groundlcffs  charges 
which  had  been  preferred  againd  him  by  Mr.  Hadings^  that  it  was 
in  dyle,  humble  and  fubmiflive  to  a  degree,  that  made  it  di^uding 
almod  to  read;  but  Mr.  Hadings  had  not  fcrupled  to  fay/  that  the 
letter  was  ofFenfiye  in  dyle,  and  unfetisfaflory  in  fubdanee. 

Lord  THURLOW  faid,  he  was  forry  to  find  that  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  had  departed  from  the  rule,  which  he  had  con- 
ceived to  have  been  agreed  on,    to  proceed  with  the  parts  of  the 
charges  feparatcly,  and  to  come  to  a  qucdion  upon  each  one  after 
the  other.     The  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  blended  under  one 
quedion,  various  parts  of  the  fame  charge,  amounting  coUcflively 
to  the  mod  grofs  part  of  the  charge,  and  called  for  their  Lordihips 
dcciflon  upon  it,  which  might  tend  to  puzzle  the  Committee,  and 
confound  their  judgements.     He  proceeded  minutely  to  detail  the 
different  tranfaftions  of  the  fubjedl  feledied  by  the  noble  and  learn- 
ed Lord,  and  to  argue  upon  the  manner  and  circumfbmccs  which 
charadlerized  and  dood  conne£lcd  with  each  individually.     He  ex^ 
plained  the  grounds  of  the  offer  of  the  two  lack  to  Mr.  Haftings  as 
a  perfonal  prefent,  which  was  refufcd  in  the  fird  indance ;  he  then 
dated  the  intervening  circumdances  that  induced  him  to  accept  the 
two  lack  afterwards,  his  condu6l  thereupon,    when  he  ordered  it 
to  be  paid  to  Mr.  Larkins,    and  diredied  Mr.  Larkins  to  place  it 
to  the  Company's  account,  and  went  next  to  the  difcuffion  of  die 
demand,  and  taking  of  the  f^ve  lack,  wliich  were  claimed,  and 
taken  alfo  in  the  year  1780.     The  claim  of  the  war  fubfidy,  his 
Lordfhip  faid,  had  been  affcnted  to  by  the  Council,    when  firft 
ftated  to  them  by  Mr.  Hadings,  as  a  meafurc  neCelEuy  to  be  adopt- 
ed, and  had  been  in  confequence  adually  applied  to  the  Ways  and 
Means  of  the  year  in  fupply  of  the  current  fervlces.     Lord  Thur- 
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d««bn,  be  induced  not>?>l^^-^^^^^  ^^  li^^^hich  had  been 
adopted  for  their  piocecdin^?^^   ^^^^  ^^^  ^^^^^   dclibc- 
nnon,  and  adopted,    as  he  had^ftv/.^^^    ^,.^j^  ^^^  unanimous 
approbation  of  their  Lordfliips.     ThcV^^^^  charged  four  afts 
of  Mr.  Haftings  as  four  fcparatc  crimc$-^hs^j^^j^|  ^^  the  war 
fubfidy  of  1780;  the  demand  of  cavalry  ;  tnew^  ^^^^^fation  of 
Cheyt  Sing,  for  unpunftuality  in  the  payment  orS^jj^-jftg ;  the 
corrcfpondchce  with,  and  arrcft  of  Cheyt  Sing.     It  wa^Wojutely 
impollible  therefore  for  their  Lordihips,  if  there  wa?  a  difFcr^>s;£  o£ 
opimon  amongft  them,  to  put  a  fingle  queAion  on  thefe  four  ci 
minal  allegations.     He  (hould  tlierefore  propofe  to  put  a  fcparate 
queftion  upon  each.     He  could  not  however  forbear  to  take  feme  , 
notice  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord's  alluHon  to  a  letter  written  by 
Mr.  Haftings  to  Lord  Macartney  in  the  month  of  July  1781,  and 
introduced  by  the  Managers  in  their  reply,    upon  grounds  totally 
diiFerent  from  thofe,  to  which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  applied 
the  letter.     But  as  he  had  alluded  to  it,  Lord  Thurlow  faid,  he 
would  ftatc  the  circumftances  which  gave  rife  to  the  letter  ;  then  he . 
would  ftate  the  fubftance  of  the  letter  itfclf ;  and  he  was  confident- 
that  every  noble  Lord  prefent  would  feel  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Haft- 
ings to  be  completely  juftifiablc,  and  highly  laudable  in  every  point- 
of  view.     Their  Lordftiips  all  recollciSted  that  in  September  1780, 
Hyder  Ally,  after  having  cut  off  the  flower  of  our  army,  over-ran 
Ae  Carnatic  with  fixty  thoufand  horfe,  and  for  many  months  after 
Aat  unfortunate  event,  it  was  a  point  of  extreme  doubt  whether  wc 
could  prcfcrve  any  footing  on  the  coaft  of  Coromandel,  notwith- 
ftanding  the  great  exertions  of  Mr.  Haftings  for  its  fupport.     Lender 
thcfc  circumlbnces  the  Governor  who  preceded  Lord  Macartn^ 
"wrote  to  Mr.  Haftings,  that  the  Rajah  or  Poli^r  of  Tanjore  had 
rrfufcd  a  fupply  of  grain  to  our  army,  for  which  the  Prefidcnt  had 
written  a  letter  to  him  exprcflive  of  his  difpleafure.     Speaking  of 
this  tianfaAion  to  Lord  Macartney,  who  had  fucceeded  to  the  Gp- 
vcmment  but  the  month  before,   Mr.  Haftings  expreflcs  his  afto- 
nifhment  that  fuch  language  (hould  be  borne  at  a  fcafon  of  fuch  dif- 
trcfs.  He  tells  Lord  Macartney,  that  while  the  ftate,  of  which  Tan- 
jore is-a  fubjedt,  is  in  fuchextremc  danger and'diftrefe,  he  conceives 
the  Madras  Government  has  a  right  to  demand  fn^m  the  Rajah 
every  aid  wMch  the  country  can  afford ;  that  while  the  fervice,  in 
the  prefent  defperate  condition  of  it,  fliall  laft,  he  would  not  leave 
the  Rajah  a  grain  of  rice  in  his  granaries,  or  a  rupee  in  his  treafury^ 
beyond  what  is  ncccflary  for  his  perfonal  fubfiftence.     Lord  Thur- 
lo\v  faid,  he  was  confident  there  was  not  one  of  thek  Lordftiips 
Vol.  XLIL  A  a 
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that  would  not  applaud  the  good  lenfc  and  r'^"i^^^^^.  ^"^^^ 
provided  he  conlldered  the  Zx  Si  "  ^^.^^^  "    h 
natic  at  the  time  the  letter  was  written  v^!'^  ^'''''^^'";  ,*'"  f/' 
confident,    muft  approve  of  the  v'^  ^""'"cn^s  ^"^^^^d  hy  Mr. 
Haftings;    they  amounted  ;.  ^^^"^  ^<>  this—SalusReipuilica 
fuprema  Lex,     ^r.  Haf^'^^'  ^^  '^^^^    ^^^  ^^^"  ^^^^^^  ^    tyrant ; 
he  was  fo  indeed    if  *  ^^  ^  mark  of  tyranny  to  exert  every  nerve 
for  the  prcfervar-  **  ^^  ^^  empire  committed  to  his  charge,  at  a 
ihoment  wh*-'  every  exertion  was  neceffary  to  repel  the  danger 
which  fu-^""^e^  "^'     With  regard  to  Mr.  Haftings's  definition 
of  tl>^  principle  of  government  in  India,  it  was*  no  more  than  the 
adoption  of  what  was  laid  down  by  that  great  writer  Montefquicu, 
who  faid  in  fo  many  words,  "  that  the  right  of  an  abfolutc  fpvc- 
reign  is  every  thing;  the  right  of  the  people  under  him  as  nothing.'* 
Every  body  knew  that  the  natives  of  India  had  not  an  idea  of  any 
other  principle  of  Government ;  but,  his  Lordfliip  faid,  he  held 
Mr.  Hafting^  ftriflly  refponlTble  for  the  ufe  which  he  made  of  the 
arbitrary  power  confided  to  him  for  fo  many  years.     His  Lordfhip 
faid  he  (hoiild  conclude,  and  would  hereafter  move  that  the  Com- 
mons had  made  good  the  firft  article,  fo  far  as  it  related  to  the  war 
fubfidyof  178a. 

The  Earl  of  COVENTRY  fully  concurred  with  Lord  Thtir- 
low,  and  faid,  the  demand  of  1780  was  precifely  fimilar  to  the 
two  demands  of  1778  and  1779,  on  M-hich  the  Commons  had 
put  feparatc  queftions.  He  alfo  obfervcd  that  the  two  lack  pre- 
fcnted  to  Mr.  Haftings  in  1780  was  never  conddered  by  the  Ra- 
jah Cheyt  Sing,  as  in  part  of  payment  of  the  five  lack  afterwards 
demanded.  ' 

The  Earl  of  CAERNARVON  ftrenuoufly  contended,  that  the 
motives  of  Mr.  Haftings  were  avowedly  thofc  of  refentment  and 
perfonal  malice.  He  referred  to  paffages  in  the  defence  of  Mr. 
Haftings  to  prove  this  aflertion.  With  regard  to  what  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  had  faid  of  Montefquieu  having  laid  it  down, 
*•  that  the  right  of  an  arbitrary  Prince  was  every  thing;  the  rights 
of  the  people  nothing  ;**  Montefquieu,  he  faid,  did  not  lay  it  d^wn 
as  a  principle  of  government,  but  only  obferved,  tlut  the  oondud 
of  arbitrary  governments  had  amounted  to  that,  and  had  been  fuch 
in  efFed.  He  reprobated  Mr,  Haftings's  treatment  of  Cheyt  Sing 
all  through,  and  afkcd,  what  was  to  be  faid  of  a  man,  who  him* 
felf  declared  he  did  hot  treat  Cheyt  Sing  as  a  Britifh  Governor 
would  have  treated  a  dependent  on  a  Britifh  Government,  but  as 
Sujah  Dowlah  would  have  treated  one  of  his  dependents)  His 
Ix)rdlhip  expatiated  on  Mr.  Haftings's  taking  the  prefent^  wfaich^ 


A.»79S  DEB  ATE  S.  .i79 

he  coatcnded.  acor>^  .^^  ^^^^^^^  j^^^^^ j  ^hc  mcani;  of  Chcy t 
Sing  to  pay  the  fi^^^^^equently  demanded.  Nor  had  Mr. 
Haftings  treated  thofe  who^j^.^  dependents,  politically  confi- 
dcrcd,  widi  that  injuffice  onlyiS:;,  ^^  ^^^^^^^  l,is  ally,  the  Na- 
bob  of  Arcot,  in  die  fame  mannerTs^^^^^Yyent  from  his  in- 
firudions  to  the  Prefident  of  Fort  St. 

Lord  THURLOW  faid,  acrofs  the  tableXnrd  Cornwallls  had 
thought  it  right  to  purfuc  that  line  of  conduft  ina^Qomcnt  of  fimi- 
lar  exigency. 

Lord  CAERNARVON  rofe  again,  and  faid,  that^  fciiing 
the  Government  and  Revenues  of  Arcot  and  Tanjore,  Lord  Com- 
vallis  had  conrmitted  a  greater  a£l  of  violence  and  opprcfiion  than 
any  which  Mr.  Haftings  was  accufed  of  having  committed. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  faid  he  had  no  objeSion  to  with- 
draw his  propofed  motion  for  the  purpofc  of  fubftituting  Lord  Thur- 
low's  in  its  place. 

Lord  SYDNEY  faid,  he  wiflied  the  fafls  criminally  alhrdgedto 
be  kept  diftinflly  in  the  confidcration  of  their  Lordfliips,  but  he 
confefied,  he  rofe  principally  in  defence  of  his  noble  friend  (Lord 
Cornwallis],  for  whom  he  profclTcd  to  entertain  the  moft  profound 
rcfpcfl.  He  trufted  their  Lord(hips  would  recoUcft  that  they  were 
then  determining  upon  the  impeachment  of  Mr.  Haftings.  Lord 
Cornwallis  was  not  before  them  ;  and  therefore  he  hoped  from  the 
candour  of  the  noble  Earl,  that  lie  would  offer  fome  explanation  of 
his  ezpreiTions.  Whenever  a  regular  charge  Qiould  be  brought 
againft  his  noble  friend,  he  had  no  doubt  but  the  noble  Marquis 
would  acquit  himfelf  of  every  (hadow  of  imputation  in  a  manner  per- 
fcftly  iatisfa<S^ory  to  their  Lordfhips,  and  highly  honourable  to  him- 
felf. His  Lordftilp  faid,  he  fo  fully  concurred  in  fcntiments  wi^ 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  (Thurlow),  that  he  ihould  have  given 
a  filent  vote  on  his  motion  if  he  had  not  been  called  up  by  what  fell 
from  the  noble  Earl. 

The  Earl  of  CAERNARVON  faid  in  reply,  that  It  was  far 
from  his  intention  to  throw  any  rcfle61ion  upon  the  charaSer'  and 
condud  of  the  noble  Marquis,  of  whofe  merits,  talents,  and  vir- 
tues, no  noble  Lord  had  a  higher  opinion  than  himfelf.  He  had 
no  doubt  1)ut  that  the  noble  Marquis  would  be  able  to  aflign  very 
good  reafons  for  having  feized  the  revenues  of  the  Carnatic  and 
Tanjore  during  the  war  with  Tippoo,  in  violation  of  treaties  rc- 
cendy  nttde.  Alt  he  fpoke  to  was  the  circumAance  as  it  appeared 
by  the  papers  laid  before  their  Lordfhips  fome  years  ^go,  but  with- 
out any  explanation  from  the  noble  Marquis.  -  He  had  not  a  con- 
ceptbn  of  calling  upon  that  great  charader  for  that  explanation^ 
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Which,  if  he  was  called  upon  for,  he  was  ci^^^  ^  '^''""  ^ 
able  moft  fully  to  give.  /  .    ' 

•  The  queftion  was  then  put  on  Lor^'''^'''^''  "^^^^"^  "^^  "^^ 
jpttived— the  Not-contents  being  cK^^"^  ^°  ^^"^^  *^' 

The  Houfe  having  ^^^^^^  ^^^^^f  ^"^^^  *  Committee  wi  the.  im- 
peachment of  W?^^^  Haftings,  Efq. 

'  Lord  THI^LOW  rofc,  to  open  the  nature  of  the  evidence  In 
the  charp/>  relative  to  the  demand  of  cavalry  from  Cheyt  Sing,  in 
tlie  wo^  <^f  November  1780. 

Tile  charge,  he  faid,  dated,  that  with  a  farther  vi<^  to  harafs, 
bpprefs,  and  ruin  Cheyt  Singj  Mr.  Haftings  did,  in  November 
1780,  move  a  refolution,  that  Chqt  5iing(hould  furnifti  fuch  ca- 
valry as  he  could  fpare ;  that  under  colour  of  fuch  refolution,  he  firft 
peremptorily  and  arbitrarily  demanded  two  thoufand  cavalry,  then 
fome  leffer  number,  widiout  offering  to  pay  for  them,  thou^  the 
Raja  was  not  bound  to  keep  up  any  cavalry,  and  though  he  was  %o 
be  paid  for  whatever  number  he  kept  up. 

His  Lordfhip  faid,  that  he  would  endeavour  as  diftinflly  as  hc 
could,  to  ftate  the  evidence  before  the  Court,  which  applied  to  this 
fubjeft :  In  the  firft  place,  it  was  clear  that  there  was  no  engage- 
ment by  which  Cheyt  Sing  was  obliged  to  keep  up  any  cavalry  at  all, 
or  by  wliich  the  Company  were  bound  to  pay  him  for  any  cavalry, 
which  they  might  at  any  time  require  from  him.  The  fimple  quef- 
tion  here  was  this :  Was  Cheyt  Sing,  by  die  tenure  under  wliich 
he  held,  bound,  in  time  of  war,  to  furniih  to  the  aid  of  his  Sove- 
reign, fuch  cavalry  as  could  be  fpaprd  from  the  immexiiate  wants  of 
his  Zemindary  ?  On  this  point,  his  Lordftiip  faid  he  could  have 
no  doubt.  It  was  in  proof  that  Sujah  Dowlah,  while  he  was  his 
Sovereign,  had  called  upon  him  for  ^  body  of  cavalry,  which  he 
did  furnifti,  and  it  was  abfurd  to  fuppofe  fuch  an  imperium  in  im" 
perio  to  exift,  as  ftiould  preclude  a  Sovereign  from  Calling  upon  a 
fubjcdl  for  troops  in  times  of  war  and  exigency.  The  next  qucftion 
then  would  be—"  Did  fuch  an  emergency  exift  in  November  1780^ 
as  juftified  the  application  to  Cheyt  Sing  ?"  Here,  his  Lordftiip 
faid,  he  fhould  again  have  reafon  to  lament  the  cxceflive  carelcffncfs 
with  which  die  agents  employed  by  the  Houfe  of  Commons  had 
drawn  the  articles,  and  the  little  attention  they  had  (hewn  to  the 
evidence  that  had  a  reference  to  this  particular  point.  By  takii^ 
all  that  appeared  on  the  fubjeft  in  the  evidence  for  the  profecurion, 
and  on  the  defence,  their  Lordihips  would  fee  that  in  Septcmbqf 

'17801  Mn  Haftir^  and  lus  Council  received  intelligence  of  > 
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tnoft  alarming  nature  from  Madras.     Hyder  bad  entered  the.  Car^ 
natic^  had  dcilroyed  Colonel  Baillic*$  army>  and  had  driven  Sii* 
Hedor  Munro  to  the  walls  of  Fort  St.  Geoi^ge.  Sir  Edward  Hughes 
had  informed  Mr.  Haftings  alfo^  of  his  having  received  undoubted 
intelligence  that  fcven  fail  of  the  line,  and  ifeven  thoufand  land 
forces,  had  left  France,  and  were  intended  to  co-operate  with  our 
enemies  in  India.    'At  this  period  alfo,  thirty  thoufand  Maratta 
horfe  were  encamped  on  the  weftern  frontier  of  Bengal :  An  inva- 
fion  of  Bahar  by  the  Marattas  was  alfo  expcQed.     The  Nizam 
profcffed  hoftility ;  Nuzeph  Cawn  threateiied  Oude ;  Madajce  Sin- 
dia's  forces.  Corah  and  Allahabad  ;  and  General  Goddard  was  op« 
pofcd  by  the  power  of  Poona  in  Guzzerat.  A  more  formidable  league 
was  never  formed -for  the  dcftrucSion  of  a  fingle  ftate  at  any  pcricd 
of  time.     Their  Lordfhips,  by  a  reference  to  the  evidence,  would 
obferve  the  general  difmay  which  prevailed  in  Calcutta  at  this  mo- 
mentous period*     It  was  fortunate  indeed  that  a  man  at  that  time 
prcOded  in  the  public  councils  who  poffeiTcd  fpirit,  judgment,  and 
dcdfion :  Not  that  he  meant  to  throw  any  reBeftions  upon  the  gen- 
tlemen who  differed  from  him  in  opinion ;  the  feafon  was  fo  awfulp 
rhat  Dothing  was  more  natural  than  for  men  to  entertain  difftrcnt 
entiments,  as  to  the  beft  mode  of  averting  fuch  multiplied  dangers. 
Mr.  Haftings  propofed  various  zneafures ;  That  a  very  confiderablc 
bdy  of  troops  fhould  be  fent  to  Madras,  and  a^large  fupply  of  trea- 
fire,  and  that  Sir  Eyre  Ccotc  fhould  be  requeftcd  to  take  the  com- 
mnd  of  an  army,  naturally  difpirited  by  its  heavy  lofTes,  on  an  idea 
pcfe<aiy  well  founded,  as  the  event  fo  fully  proved,  that  his  prefencc 
wold  give  fpirits  to  all  ranks  upon  the  coaft.     To  all  thefc  propo- 
fitins,  except  to  the  motion  refpedling  the  Commander  in  Chief, 
Ml  Francis  and  Mr.  Wheler  objected ;  on  the  ground  that  Bengal 
was  their  firft  objefi,  that  the  danger  was  at  their  door,  and  confe- 
qucitly  that  they  could  fparc  no  troops,  and  but  half  the  fupply  of 
treaire  which  Mr.  Haftings  had  propofed  to  fend  to  Madras.     Sir 
EyreCoote  concurred  with  Mr.  Hayings,  and  the  cafting  vote  of 
the  (ovemor  General  prefcrved  India  to  Great  Britain.     At  a  f<;- 
cond onfultation,  on  the  27th  September  1780,  Sir  Eyre  Cootc 
gave  .1  a  plan  for  the  defence  of  Bengal  and  Oude,  which  ht  had 
drawn:)ut  at  the  defire  of , the  Board.     Their  Lordfhips  would  re- 
eolled'iiat  a  cQnfl(i(,erable  part  of  the  Bengal  army  was  then  under 
orders  i  proceed  to  Madras  :  In  t^ic  difpolition  therefore  of  the  rc- 
maimngforce,  it  was  ncceflfary  to  form  encampments  where  the 
attacks  lere  onoft  likely  to  he  expected ;  and  as  an  invafion  of  tbe 
J>rQviiiceif  Bafaar  was  highly  probable.  Sir  Eyre  Cootc  propofed  to 
S^n  a  lige  body  of  infantry  1q  that  ^ovince^  together  with  two 
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itgimcnts  of  horfc,  and  one  thoufand  or  as  many  of  Chcyt  Sing's  ca- 
valry as  they  could  procure.  This  was  the  origin  of  the  demand  of 
cavalry  from  Cheyt  Sing,  and  their  Lordihips  would  determine  with 
what  propriety  Mr.  Halvings  could  be  charged  as  the  fole  author  of 
the  meafure 

Sir  Eyre  Coote,  as  appeared  by  the  evidence,  embarked  for  Mad- 
ras in  •  October,  and  on  the  2d  of  November,  in  reading  a  letter 
from  Generjil  Stibbert,  relative  to  the  want  of  cavalry  on  the  north- 
ern frontier,  the  Board  order  an  application  for  a  fupply,  and  at 
the  fame  time  Mr.  Haftings  is  rcqueftcd  to  write  to  CKeyt  Sing  for 
fuch  cavalry  as  he  can  fpare.     It  did  not  appear. by  thd  proceedings 
that  the  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Hadings.     He  would  put  it  to 
the  honour  of  any  one  of  their  Lordihips,  could  any  man  ferioufly 
believe,  that  under  fuch  very  monftrous  and  awful  circumftances, 
Mr.  Haftings  could  have  no  other  objcft  in  view,  than   to  harafs, 
opprefs,  and  ruin  Chcj  t  Sing  ?  The  char^  itfelf  appeared  to  him 
not  only  groundlcfs,  -but  a  charge  which,  on  fuller  confideratioo, 
•ould  not  have  been  preferred  at  all— Having  brought  the  hiftory  cf 
the  cavalry,  ^ith  all  its  concomitant  circumftanccs,  down  to  tie 
period  of  tlie  demand,  he  would  now,  his  Lordlhip  faid,  examise 
the  condu'ifi  of  Cheyt  Sing  on  the  occafion ;  and  their  Lordih^ 
would  determine  whether  the  defence  which  he  made  to  the  accua- 
tion  of  Mr.  Haftings  was  fo  humble,  fo  fubmifllve,  and  10  fais« 
fadory  as  a  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  ftatcd  it  to  be ;  or  whether 
it  was,  as  Mr.  Haftings  had  defcribed  it,  ofFenftve  in  ftyle,  and 
vnfatisfadory  in  fubftance.     The  demai\d  was  fent  from  Calcutta 
on  the  2d  of  November.     On  the  7  th  of  December  Mr.  Fovke, 
the  rcfident,  writes  to  Mr.  Haftings,  that  he  had  repeatedly  pcflcd 
the  Raja  on  the  fubjed  of  the  cavalry,  but  could  obtain  no  arfwcr. 
His  letter  contains  other  complaints  of  the  Raja's  ill  conduiJl.    On 
the  1 3th  of  January  1781,  Mr.  Fowke  writes  that  the  Raj?  fays, 
he  has  but  thirteen  hundred  horfe  in  his  fervice,  and  that  alkxcept 
two  hundred  and  fifry  are  abfolutely  neceffary  for  the  fervice  of  the 
colleflions.     Their  Lordihips  were  poffeffed  of  the  compleeft  cvl* 
dence  to  prove  that  both  thcfe  aftTertions  were  falfc.    Mr.  Mrkhand 
had  diftindlly  fworn  that  he  had  above  two  thoufand  five  huidred  in 
his  fervice^  and  the  affidavit  of  Mahomed  Myer,  one  ^f  Cheyt 
Sing's  Commanders,  fiilly  confirmed  Mr.  Markham's  :vidence. 
His  Lordlhip  obferved,  that  in  all  its  parts  the  evidenc  of  Mr. 
•Markham  was  pcrfeftly  clear  and  diftinft.     Mr.  Marliam  alfo 
fwore  that  a  very  fmall  body  of  cavalry,  one  hundred,  *ere  amply 
fnfficient  for  the  fervice  of  the  coUeftions.    Cheyt  Sing  aferts  in  hi» 
letter  that  Mr.  Haftings  made  no  reply  ta  the  iribrmatio  wbidx  ho 
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liad  fent  him  of  the  number  of  his  cavaliy .  Thia  aflfertion  alfa  was 
fa\k\  for  Mr.  Markham,  who  arrived  at  Benares  the  i  ft  of  Fe« 
bmaryi  and  confequently  muft  have  left  Calcutta  imnTcdiately  after 
Mr.  Haftings  had  received  the  Raja's  letters,  carried  an  order  for 
him  to  fupply  fifteen  hundred  horfe.  <<  Your  LordlhipSy  by  refer* 
rihg  to  the  evidence  (faid  Lord  Thurlow)^  will  fec^  that  he  after* 
^'ards  reduced  the  demand  to  one  thoufand.  You  will  fee  that,  ta 
point  of  fa£t,  he  never  could  procure  a  fmgle  horfeman.  It  will  be 
impofltble  to  read  the  <(vidence  of  Mr.  Markhami  without  obfcrvii^ 
diat  he  preflcd  him  with  the  anxiety  and  foUcitude  of  a  friend,  even 
to  make  a  (hew  of  obedience  by  muftcring  five  hundred  horfe,  but 
that  he  never  could  get  him  to  mufter  a  iingle  horfeman :  Mr.  Mark^ 
ham  told  him,  that  by  his  difobedicnce  he  would  certainly  incto: 
the  higheft  difpleafure  of  Government :  and  upon  one  remarkable 
occafion,  when  he  was  litdng  in  a  minaret  at  Ramnagur  with  Cbeyt 
Sing,  he  told  him  on  leeing  a  body  of  horfe  on  the  plains,  *  If  you 
will  but  fend  me  thofe  men,  it  will  (hew  your  defire  to  obey  your 
orders.'  My  Lords,  Mr.  Markham  eould  not  procure  a  fing^e 
horfeman  fipoih  him."  His  Lordftiip  then  proceeded  to  remark 
upon  the  letter  of  Mr.  Haftings,  and  Cheyt  Sing's  reply  to  it. 

Mr.  Haftings  (ays,  in  his  letter  to  Cheyt  Sing,  that  in  the  name 
ef  the  Governor  General  and  Council  he  required  the  Raja  to*  fur- 
ni(h  a  body  of  horfe  to  aflift  and  ad  with  the  armies  of  the  Com- 
pany ;  that  when  Mr.  Markham  fucceeded  Mr.  Fowkc,  he  ordered 
him  to  repeat  the  demand,  which  he  did  > with  frequent,  and  almoft 
daily  importunity ;  limiting  the  demand  to  fifteen  hundred,  after- 
wanis  to  one  thoufand.  To  this  demand  (he  adds)  you  returned 
evafive  anfwers,  nor  to  tius  hour  have  you  contributed  a  iingle  horfe-' 
man. 

The  Raja  in  reply  fays,  that  when  required  to  fend  a  fupply  of 
horfe,  he  fent  Mr.  Haftipgs  a  particular  account  of  all  in  his  fervicei 
amounting  to  one  thoufand  three  hundred,  but  received  no  anfwer. 
Mr.  Markham  delivered  him  an  order  for  one  thoufand.  He  coU 
leded  five  hundred,  and  five  hundred  burkendaffes,  and  told  Mr, 
Markham  tliey  were  ready  to  go  wherever  ordered. .  •*  No  anfwer 
came  from  you  (fays  Cheyt  Sing),  and  I  remained  aftonifhed  at  the 
caufe  of  it.  Repeatedly  I  alked  Mr.  Markham  about  an  anfwer  to 
my  letter  relative  to  the  horfe ;  he  told  me  he  did  not  know  the 
rcafons  why  no  anfwer  had  been  fent.     I  remained  aftonifhed." 

Lofd  Thurlow  commented  upon  eveiy  part  of  this  anfwer,  which 
he  afSrmed  to  be  impudently  falfe,  and  that  the  means  of  dire6iion 
were  at  hand.  Mr.  Haftings  well  knew  that  it  was  totally  falfe.— 7 
Mr.  Markham  jooncradided  it  in  every  particular,  as  he  had  a^eady 
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rJkplainec!*  '  His  Lbrdfhip  fald,  that  as  the  dcxnaiK}  of  cavaliy,  as 
KTril  as  every  other  meafure  taken  by  Mr.  Haftings  towards  Chcyt 
Sng  from  the  date  of  1778;  was  dated  broadly  to  be  taken  In  order 
t»  ruio  him,  he  would  call  to  the  recollection  of  their  Lordfhips 
the  very  particular  advice  and  orders  given  to  Mr.  Markham  on  his 
k&ving  Calcutta  to  proceed  to  Benares  in  January  ijSi^     He  was 
ddired  to  behave  to  Cheyt  Sing  on  all  occafions  with  kindncfs, 
mildnefsy  and  civility ;  and  to  avoid  the  conduft  of  his  predeceflbr, 
Mr.  Graham,  who  Mr.  Haftings  thought  had  behaved  harflily  and 
jrodely  on  fome  occafions  to  Chcyt  Sing.     Lord  ThUrlow  de(ired 
they  would  bear  this  circumftancc  in  mind,  when  they  confidered 
the  very  ftrong  and  pointed  fadls  ftatcd  by  Mr.  Graham  againft 
Gheyt  Sing,  and  tl)ey  would  fubtrad  as  much  as  they  pleafed  from 
the  weight  of  that  gentleman's  teftimony,  in  confequencc  of  the 
idea  Mr.  Haftings  entertained  of  his  being  a  prejudiced  man.    But 
fio  fuch  objeiSion  could  be*  made  to  Mr.  Markham's  evidence.  He 
appears,  on  all  occafions,  to  have  fcdlowcd  the  advice  of  Mr.  Haft- 
ings, to  have  treated  the  Rajah  as  a  friend,  and  to  have  exerted 
Imnfelf  all  in  his  power  to  fave  him  from  that  ruin  which  his  folly 
and  difafledHon  brought  upon  him.     **  He  will  not  allow  me  to  be' 
Ms  friend  (fays  Mr.  Markham  in  a  letter  to  Mr.  Haftings).     He  is 
forrounded  bybadadvifers,  who  tell  him  of  a  French  invafion,   of 
the  Marattas  entering  our  provinces,  and  that  he  (hould  not' fend* 
us  the  cavalrj',  until  he  fees  what  turn  our  affairs  will  take;"— • 
*'  Look,  my  Lords  (faid  Lord  Thurlow),  at  the  fituation  of  Ben- 
gal at  that  moment.     Prior  to  the  agreement  which  fecured  die  re- ' 
turn  of  the  Maratta  army  from  an  attack,  every  thing  hoftile  was  to 
be  expcfted.  If  Mr.  Haftings  had  not  purchafcd  the  retreat  of  that 
army  for  money  in  April  1781,  it  would  undoubtedly  have  entered* 
Bengal  as  an  enemy  in  May.     In  that  event,  it  is  equally  clear 
that  Bimbajee  Boofla  would  have  entered  Bahar,  at  the  head  of  a 
numerous  army  of  horfe.     While  matters  remained  in  this  uncer- 
tainty it  wasrthat  Che)t  Sing  afted  in  the  manner  already  mentioned  : 
And  afterwards,  on  hearing  from  Calcutta  that  he  *  was  likely  to  be 
fevercly  punifhcd,.  he  made  an  oflct  of  twenty  lacks,  and  then  of' 
twenty-two  and  a  half  lacks,  to  buy  off^  both  the  demand  of  cavalry  ' 
and  the  war  fubfidy.  But  on  receiving  fubfequent  intelligence  from 
Calcutta,  he  broke  off  the  negociation  altogedier  ;  and  that  whidi' 
Mr.  Anderfon  calls  an  indiredt  offer,  the  charge  affirms  to  have  been 
an  offer  which  Mr.  Haftings  refufed  to  accept.'* 

Having  argued  this  point  moft  fully,  and  appealed  to  the  evi- 
dence given  on  both  fides  in  fupport  of  his  arguments,  his  Lordfliip 
concluded  by  movii^  "  That  the  Commons  had  made  good  thfc' 
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firfi  article  iit  fo  far  as  it  refpecled  the  demand  of  cavaliy  from 
Cbeyt  Sing." 

.  The  Earl  of  CAERNARVON  contended  that  the  demand  had 
been  made  with,  a  view  to  its  not  being  complied  with>  in  order  to 
lay  the  ground  for  the  fubfequent  proceedings  at  that  time  projeSed 
and  determined  on  by  Mr.  Haftings.  In  fupport  of  this  the  Earl 
faid,  it  was  clear  to  his  mind  that  Mr.  Hadings  had  projeded  all  the. 
mcafures  that  he  aftctwards  put  in  pradice  againft  Cheyt  Sing  long 
before  he  demanded  any  cavalry,  and  that  the  manner  in  Mhich  the 
demand  was  entered  in  the  minute  of  confultation,  viz.  "  for  fuch 
part  of  the  cavalry  entertained  in  his  fervice  as  he  can  fpare/'  im- 
plied cither  that  the  Governor  General  was  confcious  that  he  had  no 
right  to  expect  obedience  from  the  Rajah  in  this  particXilar,  or  that 
he  did  not  expc£t  that  the  demand  cither  could  or  would  be  complied 
with.  The  words  of  the  minute,  "  Such  part  of  the  cavalry  en- 
tertained in  his  fervice  as  he  can  fpare,"  implied  and  admitted  ex- 
ercife  of  difcretion  in  Cheyt  Sing  as  to  the  number  that  he  could 
fumilh ;  and  if  he  thought  he  could  not  fpare  any,  he  neither  aded 
contumaciouny,  nor  ought  in  candour  to  have  been  confidered  as 
having  deferved  puniihment.  If  the  Governor  General  had  a  right 
to  expert  obedience  rcfpedling  the  davalry,  why  did  he  not  make 
his  demand  in.  a  dircd,  abfolutc  and  peremptory  manner,  inftcad 
of  dating  it  in  terms  fo  infidious  and  deceitful?  His  Lordfliip  en- 
forced this  by  much  argument,  and  differed  entirely  from  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  in  his  inferences  and  dedudlions  on  the  fubjcdl. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  faid,  he  was  not  a  little  furprifed 
to  find  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  fele6l  fi;om  the  article  rcfpcd^ing 
BenarcSy  a  few  points  n(Jt  even  ftated  as  a  fubftantivc  charge,  but 
alledged  merely  as  fa£ls  of  a  fccondary  nature,  and  introduced  as 
conoborating  circumilanccs,  to  fhcw  the  colour  and  complexion  of 
every  part  of  the  fyftem  of  condud  purfucd  by  Mr.  Hal^ingSj  re- 
Ipcc^ing  the  Rajah  Cheyt  Sing.  His  Lordiliip  replied  to  fcvcral  of 
thcajguments  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  who  fpokc.firft,  parti- 
cularly explaining  the  caufe  of  the  minute  of  the  Council  of  the  2d 
of  November  1780,  by  ftating  tliat  it  originated  with  Sir  Eyre 
Cootc  s  prior  recommendation,  and  that  its  having  been  adopted  on 
that  day  arofe  from  a  confcioufncfs  of  its  being  an  advifeable  mea- 
sure. After  ftating  various  parts  of  the  evidence,  and  laying  great 
ftrcfg  upon  eqch,  his  Lordfhip  faid,  he  could  not  help  viewing  the 
tranfa(5tion  in  all  its  circumftances  in  a  different  light,  and  that  he 
confequently  drew  very  diflcrent  conclufions  from  tliofe  ftated  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  abided,  that  he  muft  take  Mr.  Haftingdb 
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account  of  his  own  anions  in  preference  to  any  odier  evidence  ^diat- 
ever.  He  had  diftindly  fiated  in  his  defence  before  the  Houfe  of 
Commonsy  that  he  moved  the  refolution  for  calling  upon  the  Rajah 
for  cavaliy,  and  therefore  fuch  muft  be  taken  to  be  die  fad.  Be* 
fore  he  fat  down,  he  repeated  that  he  did  not  conceive  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  would  have^fls^ted  the  fads  mentioned  relative  to  the 
cavalry  as  a  fubftantive  charge. 

Lord  THURLOW,  in  reply,  faid,  that  it  had  been  agreed  to 
take  each  criminal  accufation  on  which  a  difference  of  (pinion  ex- 
ifted,  fcparatcly.     The  claufe  relative  to  the  cavalry  was  exprefsly 
ftated  to  contain  criminal  matter.     Mr.  Haflings  was  accufed  of 
making  a  demand  which  he  had  no  right  to  make,  and  to  make  it 
from  malicious  and  revengeful  motives,  with  a  farther  view  of  ha- 
'afling,  opprefling,  and  ruining  Chejt  Sing.     He  profefled  hkn- 
felf  much  obliged  to  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  for  having  fetMm 
right  in  one  point,  and  he  would   be  equally  obliged  to  any  noble 
Lord  who  would  at  any  time  corre<5l  his  errors.     Their  Lordihips, 
he  was  fure,  would  give  him  credit  for  meaning  to  lay  before  the^, 
with  the  ftridieft  impartiality,  all  the  evidence   that  bore  on  every 
point  either  for  or  againd  the  defendant.     In  the  cafe  alluded  toby 
the  learned  Lord,  truiling  to  the  proceedings  of  the  Council  on  the 
2d  of  November,   1780,  he  had  faid  that  the  vote  to  call  upon 
Cheyt  Sing  for  cavalry,  did  not  appear  to  be  paflfed  on  the  motion 
of  any  particular  Member.     It  was  agreed  now,  that  the  idea  ori- 
ginated with  Sir  Eyre  Coote.     That  was  a  point  fully  eftabliflicd  by 
the  evidence,  and  confcquently  the  charge  fet  out  completely  wrong. 
But  on  looking  at  the  defence  of  Mr.  Haflings,  he  found  that  gen- 
tlenvin  faid,  ''  I  moved  in  Council  that  Cheyt  Sing  be  required  to 
furnilb  fuch  cavalry  as  he  can  fpare  ;  and  this  was  done  by  the  ad- 
vice and  recommendation  of  Sir  Eyre  Coote."     His  Lordihip  add- 
ed, that  he  thought  himfelf  bound  to  inform  the  Court  why  this 
particular  expreflion  had  (lipped  his  memory.     The  fzA  was,   that 
he  had  paid  very  little  attention  indeed  to  the  defence  delivered  by 
Mr.  Haftings  at  the  bar  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons  to  ^this  article. 
He  knew  it  to  be  the  rule  of  law,  that  a  man  was  to  be  bound  by 
his  own  defence,  and  that  any  thing  contained  in  it  might  be  taken 
againftiiimfclf.     Their  Lordfhips,  however,  had  full  evidence  bc- 
iorc  them,  that  not  a  line  of  the  defjjnce  on  the  Benares  charge  was 
written  by  Mr.  Hadtngs  ^  and  all  the  objedionable  parts  of  it  which 
had  been  relied  upon  in  order  to  (hew  malice,  were  adually  inferted 
after  Mu  Haftings  had  heard  the  other  parts  read  once  curforily 
over.     To  a  defence  prefentcd,  not  in  reply  to  the  Benares  article 
oow  before  their  Lordfhips,  but  to  a  charge  on  which  the  article 
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was  founded,  he  (hould  not  pay  much  attenrion,  and  particidariy 
where  the  fafb  ftatcd  in  it  were  fully  difproved. 

The  drcumftances  ui^der  which  Mr.  Haftings  delivered  his  de- 
fence to  the  immenfe  volumes  of  charges  brought  before  the  Com- 
mons, had  been  fully  explained.  He  took  to  himfelf  to  anfwer 
irtiat  he  conceived  to  be  ^  mod  important  part  of  the  chaiges,  and 
the  defence  of  the  Benares  charge  was  entrofted  to  Mr.  Halhed,  a 
gendeman  of  fplendid  aUlities,  and  great  information,  but  of  too 
hig^  a  genius  to  attend  minutely  to  the  ftrid  accuracy  of  \An  iaAs, 
and  certainly  better  calculated  to  explain  a  prophecy,  if  Mr.  Haftings 
had  wanted  him  for  fuch  a  purpofe,  than  for  a  laborious  invefiiga- 
tionofthe  Company's  records.  The  manner  in  which  Mr.  Haf- 
tings's  defence  had  been  written^-the  rtafons  which  induced  that 
gentleman  to  confide  in  others  the  compofition  of  parts  of  that  de- 
fence, while  he  anfwered  what  he  conceived  the  moft  material  parts 
himfelf,  had  been  fo  fully  explained  to  their  IxM'dfhips,  that  he 
believed  their  Lordfhips  would  not  lay  any  flrefs  on  particubcr  ex- 
preOions  which  were  not  an  anfwer  to  the  articles  now  before  their 
Lordfhips,  but  to  charges  preferred  by  an  individual  Member  to 
the  laft  Houfe  of  Commons. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR,  in  reply  to  what  Lord  Thur- 
low  had  faid  of  the  amount  of  Cheyt  Sing's  cavalry,  declared,  that 
he  codld  pay  no  attention  to  the  affidavit  of  Mahomed  Myer ;  and 
confidering  the  circumftances  under  which  they  were  taken,  he  did 
not  think  them  entitled  to  credit. 

Lord  THURLOW  faid,  in  reply,  that  the  affidavits  were  evl- 
dcnce  adduced  not  by  the  defendant,  but  by  the  profccutors,  who 
had  not  in  any  one  infta nee  endeavoured  to  deftroy  their  credit ; 
confequently,  under  every  rule  of  law  they  muft  Jbc  received  as  full 
and  complete  evidence,  as  far  as  they  went. 

On  the  queilion  being  put,  it  was  declared  that  the  Not  contents 
had  it,  and  this  part  of  the  charge  was  confequently  negatived. 

The  next  part  Lord  THURLOW  fpoke  to  was,  the  charge  of 
a  confpiracy  entered  into  by  Mr.  Haftings  with  the  Vizier,  for  the 
fale  of  Cheyt  Sing's  dtllricts  to  the  Vizier.  This,  his  Lordfhip 
faid,  he  need  not  dwell  upon,  as  it  rcfted  folely  on  the  evidence  af- 
forded by  the  letter  of  Mr.  Anderfon.  After  a  few  words,  there- 
fore, on  that  letter,  his  LordfhiJ)  moved  a  queftion  in  the  ufual 
form,  on  the  fuhjedi  of  that  part  of  the  firft  article  ;  when,  on  put- 
ting it  to  the  vote,  the  Chairman  declared  that  the  Not  contents 
had  it  nemim  Jiffentlente, 

Lord  THURLOW  then  rofe  to  move  a  queftion  on  the  next 
part  of  the  charge,  which  was,  that  in  faxther  pcofecution  of  his  ma* 
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licious  intentions,  and  with  a  view  to  harafs,  opprefs,  and  ruin 
Cheyt  Sing,  Mr.  Haftings,  in  January  1781,  accufed  him  of  be*» 
ing  in  arrear  in  the  payment  of  his  Icift,  and  particularly  that  part 
of  it  which  was  appropriated  to  the  payment  of  Saadut  Ally's  pcn-r 
Son  :  That  the  charge  was  falfe,  as  he  had  paid  up  his  kids  with 
the  utmoft  regularity  ;  that  it  was  made  in  peremptory  and  infulting 
language,  and  with  a  view  to  drive  the  Rajah  to  fomc  aft  of  dcfpc- 
ration.  His  Lordftiip  expreflfed  his  fincere  concern,  that  a  charge 
fo  worded,  without  a  (hadow  of  evidence  to  fupport  it,  but  with 
the  fulleft  evidence  to  difprove  it,  fliould  have  been  made  in  the 
name  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons.  He  again  dcfired  to  be  under- 
ftood  to  impute  no  blame  to  them  ;  they  were  not  rcfjx>niible  for 
the  infinite  number  of  allegations  that  were  to  be  found,  in  proof  of 
which  nothing  had  been  offered  ;  but  he  was  aftonifhed  at  the  care- 
leffnefs  and  want  of  attention  of  their  agents.  Even  in  juftice  to 
them,  however,  he  would  fay,  that  if  thev  had  fccn  one  document, 
which  had  fince  been  produced  in  evidence,  the  charge  could  nor 
have  been  preferred.  The  fa(9s,  as  they  now  appeared  in  the 
evidence,  were  thcfe  : — Cheyt  Sing  was  bound  by  his  agreement 
tp  pay  his  kifts  month  by  month,  cither  at  Benares,  in  ca(h,  or  Itv 
bills  on  Calcutta.  If  paid  in  ca(h  at  Benares,  thry  were  to  be  paid 
the  day  they  were  due  ;  if  by  bills  on  Calcutta,  thofc  bills  were  to 
be  made  payable  fifty-one  days  after  each  kift  became  due.  So 
e5.rly  as  March  1776^  complaints  were  made  of  his  unpundtuality, 
and  then,  ^  on  a  promife  to  Mr.  Fowkc,  the  Refidcnt,  that  he  would 
be  more  punflual  in  future,  Mr.  Fowke  fays,  he  has  ventured  to 
tell  him  that  he  (hall  not  he  fined  for  his  pad  unpunftuality. 

Thefe  complaints  are  renewed  at  different  periods  ;  but  on  the 
17th  of  December,  1780,  Mr.  Fowke  writes  cxprefsly  to  Mr. 
Haftings,  that  the  Rajah  had  of  late  been  very  dilatory  in  the  pay- 
ment of  his  kids,  aiui  particularly  that  part  of  it  which  was  appro- 
priated to  the  payment  of  Saadut  Ally\s  ftipend.  It  appears  then 
from  this  evidence,  that  not  a  <ioubt  can  remain  of  the  perfed  pro- 
priety of  Mr.  ilaftings's  condud,  in  writing  the  letter  which  he  did 
to  Cheyt  Sing,  in  confcquence  of  a  complaint  from  the  public  re- 
lident,  Mr.  Fowke. 

But  if  the  defendant  had  not  brought  forward  all 'this  evidence^ 
his  Lordfliip  contended,  that  tht  cafe,  as  it  ftood  for  the  profecution, 
proved  the  uOpunduality  of  Cheyt  Sing,  and  confequendy  would 
have  juftified  Mr.  Haftings. 

Their  firft  document  was  tn  account  pr  journal  from  the  India 
Houfe,  tranfmitted  from .  Bengal  in  April  1782,  which  proved  that 
all  the  kifts  for  1780,  and  to  May  1781,  yrcrc  paid  ;  bqt  when 
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they  were  paid  did  z¥>t  appear.  The  conclufion  drawn  by  the  Ma* 
nagers  was,  that  they  were  paid  month  by  month-^a  conclufion 
which  they  themfdves  oyeiturncd  in  the  next  page,  where  they 
produce  two  letters  from  Mr.  Fowke,  the  firA  dated  Benares,  thr 
7th  of  December,  1780,  acknowledging  the  receipt  of  bills  for 
the  kift  due  en  the  4th  ofNovembir,  The  fccond,  dated  the  13th 
of  January,  1781,  in  which  he  acknowledges  the  receipt  in  ca(h 
It  Benares,  of  the  kift  due  on  the  4th  $f  December  ;  confequently 
the  Managers  themfelves  prove,  that  in  one  inftance  there  was  a 
delay  of  one  month  and  three  days ;  in  another,  of  one  month  and 
nine  days. 

The  Managers  obfervcd  to  their  Lord(hips,  that  they  would 
prove  by  cral  tejlimony  afterwards,  that  it  was  the  cuftom  of  the 
countiy  to  pay  one  month  under  another.  Had  they  fo  done,  faid 
Lord  Thin-low,  then  they  would  have  made  out  their  charge :  but 
to  do  fo  was  impojjible.  All  the  written  evidence  proved,  and  Mr. 
Markham,  by  his  oral  teftimony  confirmed  it,  that  Chcyt  Sing  was 
bound  by  his  agreement  to  pay  each  month's  kift  as  it  became  due. 
He  paid  his  kifts  punctually,  faid  Mr.  Markham,  when  on  the 
day  it  became  due  he  gave  the  amount  in  cafti  to  the  refident,  or 
bills  on  Calcutta,  payable  fift}'.onc  days  after  date.  He  would 
not  detain  their  Lordftiips  longer  with  remarks  on  fo  groundless  a 
chaige«-*a  charge  that  ought  not  to  have  been  made  at  all,  and 
which  had  been  difproved  even  by  the  Managers  themfelves.  His 
Lordfhip  then  moved,  "  That  the  Commons  had  made  good  the 
firft  article,  as  it  related  to  Cheyt  Sing's  unpunftUality  in  the  pay- 
ment of  his  kifts  in  the  year  1780. 

The  LORP  CHANCELLOR  faid,  that  however  noble  Lords 
might  differ. on  other  parts  of  the  charge,  they  muft  be  clcj^r  that 
this  was  fully  ipade  out.  Whether  the  terms  in  which  the  charge 
f^s  couched  were  eorrcft,  he  would  not  fay,  but  it  was  clear 
tl'at  Mr.  Haftings  had  accufcd  Cheyt  Sing  of  unpunduality  with- 
■Oir  any  juft  caqfe  ;  fome,  in  fadt,  he  paid  widiin  the  period  afcribcd 
to  him.  He  was  allowed  fifty-one  days  grace,  and  he  paid  for 
December  1780  and  January  1781  in  thirty-three  and  forty  days 
after  the  kifts  became  due. 

Lord  THURLOW  faid,  he  was  really  aftoniftied  at  the  miftakc 
which  «he  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  committed  :  he  was  afraid 
he  was  miflcd  by  the  fyllabus  then  before  him.  But  if  he  would 
look  at  the  evidence,  he  would  fee  that  the  unpundtuality  of  Cheyt 
Sing  was  completely  proved.  He  would  not  go  over  the  ground 
again ;  bet  though  (^heyt  Sing  was  unpundual,  Mr.  Haftings  had 
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been  filent,  until  the  complaint  of  the  puUic  refident  iiidueed  hhn 
fo  writf  to  the  Raijah. 

The  Lords  ctllcd  for  the  queAion,  which  was  immediately  put 
«nd  negatived, 

Tuefdayt    loth  March, 

Their  Lordlhips  having  gone  into  a  Committee  on  the  articles 
of  the  impeachment^ 

Lord  THURLOW  rofc,  and  tailed  the  confidcration  of  the 
Committee  to  that  claufe  of  the  firft  article,  which  contained  the 
charge  of  having  illegally  delegated  the  powers  of  the  Governor  and 
Council  to  htmfelf  when  Mr.  Haftings  went  to  Benares,  and  there 
ordered  the  arrcft  of  Cheyt  Sing.     His  Lordfliip  went  over  the  ar- 
guments advanced  on  this  charge  by  the  Managers  of  the  Houfe  of 
GortimonSy  and  the  evidence  adduced  iij  fiip]x>rt  of  it,  and  con- 
tended that  the  full  and  fufficient  anfwer  to  each  would  be  found  tn 
the  hiftory  of  the  government  of  the  Company's  poflcflions  in  India, 
ever  flnce  they  held  any  fort  of  fovercignty  in  that  country.     His 
"l^ordfliip  flated  the  fcveral  precedents  to  be  met  with  in  that  hif- 
tory, that  proved  the  practice  to  have  been  no  novelty  whatever,  but 
on  the  contrary,  that  it  had  been  reforted  to  on  various  occafions, 
where  the  pcrfon  cntruftcd  with  the  higheft  office  in  the  civil  and 
military  department  had  left  Calcutta,  and  gone  into  the  interior  or 
diftant  parts  of  the  Company's  fettlements  or  dependencies  for  por- 
pofes  of  State  policy  or  ncccfTity.     The  precedents  he  cited  were 
thofc  of  1763  and  1765,  when  Mr.  Vanfittart  and   Lord  CMVe 
held  the  firft  office  in  the  Company's  fcrvice,  and  the  recent  in- 
flancc  of  Lord  Corn  wal  lis  in  the  courfc  of  the  late  war  with  Tippoo 
Saib,     His  Lordfhip  juft  ufed  a  curfory  ai^ument  on  the  obvious 
iieceflity  and  advantage  of  a  Governor  General  havmg  a   right  to 
delegate  and  dflume  to  himfelf  the  powers  of  government,  on  grtat 
and  emergent  occaiions,  and   faid,  he  deemed  the  precedents  he 
hiid  quoted  amounted   to  an  ample  juftification  of  the  conduft  of 
Mr.  I  ladings,  in  delegating  the  poWers  of  the  Governor  General 
and  Council,  and  vefting  them  in  his  own  perfon,  when  hi  went 
to  Benares.  He  therefore  moved,  "  That  the  Commons  had  made 
p)od  that  claufe  of  the  article  which  contained  the  charge  againft 
Mr.  Haftings  of  having  illegally  delegated  the  powers  of  the  Gover- 
nor General  and  Council^  when  he  went  to  Benares." 
On  the  queftion  being  put,  the  Not  contents  had  it* 
Lord  THURLOW  next  proceeded  to  what  paffed  on  Mr.  Haf- 
itnsrs's  anival  at  Benares,  his   arrcft  of  Cheyt  Sing,  and  all  die 
^.^uk qucnccs  that  followed  ;  die  part  of  the  afticlc  containing  which, 
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as  fet  forth  by  the  Comm(Mis»  he  admitted  to  be  et  grave^  feiious, 
and  weighty  charge.     In  order  to  underftand  it  clearly,  and  to  at- 
certain  how  far  it  was  criminal  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Haftings,  it 
would  be  necdTaryy  his  Lordfhip  faid,  to  examine  ail  the  fads  and 
drcumftancesy  and  to  coniider  the  motives  that  led  to  each,  and 
the  efieiAs  they  fcvcrally  produced,  calmly  and  impartially.     But 
pKviQus  to  his  entering  into  a  confidcration  of  this  important  part  of 
die  fubjed,  there  were  certain  obfcrvatlons  which  he  fhould  trouble 
tilth-  Lordihips  with,  and  Acy  appeared  to  be  fo  very  material,  as, 
in  his  opinion^  to  require  their  ferious  eonfidcration.     Their  Lord- 
Alps  all  recolleded,  that  at  the  clofe  of  the  year  1783,  a  bill  was 
brought  into  Parliament,  by  Mr.  Fox,  whofe  name  the  bill  bore, 
which  bad  for  its  objeS  the  affumption  of  the  power  of  tfie  Eaft- 
IiMiia  Company,  by  commifiloners  to  be  appointed  by  Parliament. 
Thatbill  was  ultimately  reje6led,  and  the  fucceeding  Adminiftra* 
tion  brought  in  another  bill,  which  left  the  management  of  thdr 
afiain  in  the  hands  of  the  Eaft<  India  Company,  fubjc<^  to  the  a<Etive 
control  of  a  Board,  to  whofe  iituation  refponiibility  was  annexed. 
However  diiFerent  thefe  bills  might  have  been  in   various  particu- 
lars, yet  in  one  they  both  concurred.     It  was  aflTumed  as  a  fa€t, 
that  great  oppreiTions  had  been  pradlifed  in  India  upon  Rajahs,  Ze- 
mindars, Polygars,  &c.     It  did  happen,  and  rather  unfortunately^ 
that  the  faQ  of  the  extjlence  of  thefe  oppreffions  was  fuppofcd  to  bc/i 
cleafy  as  tofuperfede  the  nece(ru;y  of  proof,  and  accordingly  aclaufc, 
which  in  fubftance  was  originally  inferted  in  Mr.  Fox's  bill,  was 
afterwards  copied  into  the  bill  of  Mr.  Pitt,  and  of  courfc  became  a 
law.     The  claufe  to  which  he  alluded  was  the  a 9th  of  the  India- 
Relating  adl  of  1784,  commonly  kriown  by  the  name  of  Mr, 
Fat's  India  bill.     That  claufe,  after  afErming  that  complaints  have 
prevailed  that  divers   Rajahs^  Zemindars,  Polygars,  Talookdars, 
&c.  within  the  Britifh  territories  in  India,   have  been  unjuftly  de- 
prived of,  or  compelled  to  abandon  and  relinquifh  their  feverai 
lands,  &c.  &c.  enaAs,  that  the  principles  of  ju^ice,  and  the  ho- 
nour of  this*country,  require  that  fuch  complaints  (hould  be  forth- 
widi  inquired  into,  and  fully  inveftigated,  and  if  founded  in  truth, 
cfiedhially  redrcflcd.     His  Lordftiip  obfervcd,  that  this  claufe  ap- 
peared to  him  precifely  to  meet,  and  to  be  intended  to  meet,  the 
cafe  of  Cheyt  Sing.     Indeed  he  knew  no  other  perfon  to  whom  it 
could  apply.     Let  their  Lordfhips  confider  for  a  moment  how  they 
flood.     Not  only  was.thc  law  pofttive  as  to  an  immediate  irrveftigatim 
df  the  juAice  of  this  perfon's  expulfion,  and  of  courfe  he  muft  prc- 
fumc  Ac  cafe  had  been  fully  inquired  into  by  tliofc  who  were  bound 
by  the  law  to  make  the  inquiry,  but  the  ftate  of  India  had  been  an- 
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nvally  htid  before  the  Houfe  of  Commons  fer  the  laft  eight  yean  ) 
fttid  z  particular  account  was  prefcnted  and  printed  of  the  various 
rcfourccs  of  the  fevcral' Governments  in  India.  Under  the  head  of 
Bengal  Rcfources,  which  amounted,  in  the  whokj  to  five  millions 
and  a  half  (lerling,  one  of  the  articles  was  Benares  revenue,  four 
hundred  and  thirty  thoufand  pounds ;  that  very  revenue  which  the 
Commons  have  declared  it  criminal  in  Mr.  Hallings  to  create,  has 
been  publicly  received,  and  treated  as  a  never  failing  annual  re- 
fourccy  as  indeed  it  has  hitherto  turned  out.  If  then,  faid  Lord 
Thurlow,  the  fame  body  which  has  impeached  Mr.  Hadings  for 
this  zA  of  creating  the  revenue,  has  continued  for  twelve  yean  to 
receive  it ;  if  the  law  pofitively  enjoining  the  Company  and  the 
King's  Minifters  to  reflbre  Che)t  Sing,  if  he  were  unjuftly  difpof- 
feflfed,  has  been  obeyed,  as  no  doubt  it  had  been,  mud  it  not  ap« 
pear  mod  Angular  and  extraordinary  to  their  Lordfhips,  that  this 
charge  was  preferred,  and  infided  upon  to  the  lad  ?  The  only  ufe 
which  he  wi(hed  their  Lordftiips  to  make  of  the  preceding  remarks 
was,  that  it  might  induce  them  carefully  to  look  at  the  nature  of 
the  accufation,  and  compare  it  with  the  proofs.  Having  troubled 
their  Lordfliips  fo  much  on  the  preceding  day  on  the  fubje(5l  of  that 
part  of  the  letter  of  Mr.  Hadings  to  Chcyt  Sing,  and  his  anfwcr  re- 
lative to  the  cavalry ;  having  proved,  by  a  reference  to  the  evi- 
•  dencfe,  not  only  that  the  letter  itfclf  was  impudently  falfe,  but  that 
Cheyt  Sing  mud  have  been  convinced  that  Mr.  Hadings  knew  it 
to  be  falfe,  he  (hoiild  now  proceed  to  the  other  part  of  that  letter, 
wliiich  a  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  declared  npt  (Ally  to  be  humble 
and  fubmilTive,  but  to  contain  alio  a  full  and  fatis&Aory  reply  to 
the  charges  of  Mr.  Hadings. 

His  Lordfhlp  then  proceeded  to  the  fird  article  of  accufation  in 
the  claufe,  which  was,  that  when  Mr.  Hadings  arrived  at  Benares, 
he  wrote  a  letter  to  Chcyt  Sing,  containing  charges  which  were 
falfe,  malicious,  and  wicked  \  and  that  Cheyt  Sing's  anfwer  to 
thofc  chaiges  was  a  complete  judification  of  his  condu£l.  He 
would  now  proceed  to  examine  the  other  charges,  and  the  Rajah's 
anfwers.  Mr.  Hadings  tells  him,  that  after  having  folemnly  pro- 
mifed  to  pay  the  war  fuhfidy  of  1780,  he  had  difappointed  him, 
and  that  the  difappointment  was  attended  with  very  unhappy  confe* 
quences,  and  might  eventually  have  occadoned  the  total  lofs  of 
Colonel  Camac*s  detachment.  To  this  charge  the  Rajah  replies, 
that  he  obeyed  the  orders  wif/j  the  utmofl  alacrity — that  he  fird  paid 
one  lack — then  one  lack  and  feventy  thoufand  rupees — then  wrote 
to  require  time,  and  receiving  no  anfwer,  as  it  was  no  time  for  de- 
lay, he  completed  the  payment  of  the  remainder  at  certain  dates 
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nrhieh  h€  fpecified.  Lord  Thurlow  (aid,  that  a  reference  to  -the 
evidence  would  convince  their  Lordftiips  that  this  anfvtrer  alfo  was 
iilfc  in  all  itS  parts,  and  Cheyt  Sing  could  not  be  ignorant  that  Mr. 
Haftir^  Icncw  it  to  be  falfe.  As  foon  as  he  had  patd  one  lack^ 
which  he  did  not  do  until  the  5th  cf  Auguft,  1780,  though  the 
dcmarld  fVis  made  in  the  latter  end  of  June,  he  peremptorily  rc- 
fufedlb  pay  the  refidcnt  any  farther  fum',  until  he  got  an  atifvv^r  to 
a  letter  he  had  written  to  Mr.  Haftings,  requiring  farther  time  to 
xJifpofe  of  his  efFe<9«.  To  this  reprefcntatlon,  the  Rajah  faid,  lie 
received  no  anfwer  ;  though  a  reply  was  immediately  fent,  ftrongly 
exprcflivc  of  the  Board's  difplcafurc  at  his  excufcs,  which,  they  faid, 
they  knew  t®  be  futile.  This  difplcafurcof  the  Board  had  not  tlic 
effc6^  of  procuring  the  payment,  which  was  not  finally  made  until' 
the  1 8rh  of  O<ftobcr,  1780,  although  tlic  Raph  docs  not  deny  that 
he  protni fed  immediate  payment  in  the  month  of  July.  It  waa 
dear,  therefore,  from  the  evidence,  that  to  the  two  charges  pre- 
ferred by  Mr.  Haftings,  the  anfwcrs  were  of  that  nature  as  well  to 
dcfcrvc  the  description  given  of  them  by  Mr.  liainngs  :  that  they 
were  unfatisfo£lory  in  fubftancc,  the  evidence  fully  proves. 

In  the  dofe  of  his  letter,  Mr.  Haflings  mentions  the  difordcrcd 
ftatc  of  the  police  throughout  the  Zcmindary.  Cheyt  Sing  aflurcs 
him  in  reply,  that  he  paid  the  utmoft  attention  to  tjhat  important 
objciS.  Their  Lordfhips  had  a  great  mafs  of  evidence  before  them, 
which  proved  the  falfehood  of  this  reply  alfo.  The  dcfedive  ftate 
of  tlic  police  had  been  a  fybjcft  of  very  general  complaint  for  years, 
and  in  no  one  inftance  did  it  appear  that  rcdrcfs  was  afforded  by 
Cheyt  Sir\g.  As  ta  thefl'yle  of  the  letter  ;  the  hurr.ble  exprcffions 
it  contained  ;  the  avowal  ^hat  l:e  was  the  flavc  of  Mr.  Haftings  ; 
•anx>unted  to  juft  as  much  as  an  Englidiman  fv^ning  himfclf  the 
mcft  obedient  and  f;uthful  fervant  of  a  man  %Thom  his  letter  oiTcnd- 
td,  and  was  meant  to  olFcnd  iu  every  other  line  of  it.  It  was  not 
poflible  that  Mr,  Haftings,  fo  many  years  rcfiJcnt  in  Inciii,  fo 
well  acquainted  with  the  forms  of  corrcfpondence,  fhould  have  re- 
maitcd  on  tiicofFcoCve  ftylc  of  the  letter  in  his  addrcfs  to  the  Board, 
unlcfs  the  remark  were  well  founded.  As  to  its  being  palpably  and 
^rofsly  falfe  in  every  particular,  Lord  Thurlow  had  no  hefuation 
in  frying  that  it  was  fo.  * 

Tile  next  allegation  was,  that  Mr.  Haftings  put  the  Raj^ih  under 
an  arreft,  as  it  is  faid,  in  another  claufe,  f(7r  the  purpofe  of  extort- 
ing a  fine  of  forty  or  fifty  lacks  of  rupees  from  him.  He  would 
not  advert  to  the  circumftancc  cf  the  intention  never  having  been 
xomraunicatcd  to  the  Raj.^h  ',  but  as  this  was  ftated   to  be  tlic  real 
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and  weighty  accufatlon  of  the  charge,  he  would  examine  it  fairly 
and  diftinSlv  with  the  evidence. 

Firft  then,  it  was  perfeftly  clear,  from  declarations  anxioufly 
made  by  Mr.  Haftings  himfclf,  that  when  he  left  Calcutta  in 
July  1 78 1,  he  intended  to  levy  a  fine  of  forty  or  fifty  lacks  of 
rupees  from  the  Rajah.  Left  the  world  Ihould  doubt  his  having 
really  formed  fuch  an  intention  fo  early,  he  called  upon  Mr.  Whee- 
ler, Mr.  Anderfon,  and  Major  Palnier,  to  prove  the  communica- 
tions which  he  made  to  them  upon  this  fubjefl  before  he  left  Cal- 
cutta. On  his  arrival  at  Bogleporc,  Mr.  Markham  met  him,  and 
he  communicated  his  intention  to  him  alfo.  Mr.  Markham  ob- 
ferved,  it  was  a  very  large  fum,  and  that  he  believed  the  Rajah's 
revenues  had  been  over-rated  in  Calcutta.  To  this  remark  Mr. 
Haftings  replied,  "  We  will  talk  farther  on  this  fubjeft  at  Benares," 
meaning  moft  obvioufly,  that  if  the  Rajah's  wealth  and  his  revenues 
were  lefs  than  Mr.  Haftings  had  fuppofed  them  to  be,  he  would 
take  a  fm'aller  fum.  Confidering  the  wealth,  which,  as  it  was 
afterwards  proved,  the  Rajah  did  poffcfs,  and  th'e  nature  of  his  of- 
fences, Lord  Thurlow  faid,  he  had  no  hefitation  in  giving  it  as 
his,  opinion,  that  Mr.  Haftings  had  not  exceeded  the  bounds  of  mo- 
deration and  juftice,  in  fixing  the  amount  of  the  fine  at  forty  or 
fifty  lacks.  By  fo  doing,  he  would  have  punifhed  a  man  notori- 
oufly  difaffefted  ;  he  would  have  deprived  him  of  part  of  the  means 
of  refifting  the  authority  of  the  fovercign  ftate  in  future,  and  he 
would  ver)"^  materially  have  relieved  the  exigencies  of  the  Company, 
wjiich  were  at  that  time  in  the  higheft  degree  alarming.  But  if 
there  were  noble  Lords  who  thought  the  fine  beyond  the  oflPcnce, 
ftill,  his  Lordfliip  faid,  unlefs  fome  finifter  motives  were  imputed 
to  Mr.  Haftings  as  the  ground  of  his  proceedings,  he  could  not  con- 
ceive how  it  would  be  poflible  to  impute  criminality  to  him.  As 
forhimfelf,  L(.rd  Thurlow  faid,  he  was  decidedly  of  opinion,  from 
the  evidence^  that  Mr.  Haftings  would  have  been  juftificd  in  de- 
priving Cheyt  Sing  of  his  zemindary  altogether. 

Having  confidered  the  circumftance  of  the  arreft  as  conneflcd 
^ith  the  intention  of  levying  a  fine  (and  hi  this,  as  in  every  other 
country,  fines  are  a  branch  of  public  revenue},  he  would  now  pro- 
ceed to  the  charge,  which  ftated,  that  the  arreft  difgraced  Cheyt 
Singin  theeycsof  his  fubjecfis.  There  was  full  evidence  to  prove 
that  it  could '  have  had  no  fuch  effcd — that  the  aft  difgraced  the 
Englifh  in  the  eyes  of  all  Hindoftan  ;  it  was  fully  proved  in  evi- 
dence, that  no  fuch  difgracc  attached  to  us  from  this  aft  ;  that  the 
Rajah  wrote  letters  of  defpondcncy  and  alarm,  and  that  Mr.  .Haf- 
tings took  little  notice  of  them  i  it  is  in  proof  that  he  wrote  to  the 
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Ilajah,  to  fet  his  mind  at  rcdy  and  to  be  under  no  alarm  or  unea« 
fincfs.  It  was  next  ftatcd  that  z/udden  affray  rofe  in  confequencc 
of  the  outrages  offered  to  the  Rajah,  and  that  the  guard  was  defhroyed 
by  the  fury  of  the  populace.  Lord  Thurlow  faid,  that  it  appeared 
manifedly  clear  from  the  evidence  of  Colonel  Popham,  Lieutenant 
Birrell,  Mr.  Markham,  add  a  variety  of  affidavits,  that  the  popu- 
lace were  entirely  unconcerned  on  the  occafion.  He  would  ftatc  it 
the  more  particularly,  becaufc  a  notle  and  learned  Lord  (Lough- 
borough) had,  on  a  former  day,  called  the  bufinefs  a  fuddcn  affray, 
fuddenly  provoked  by  the  infolence  of  a  Chubdar,  called  Che)'t 
Ram.  The  circumftances  were  thefe,  as  appeared  by  all  ibc  evi- 
dence :  After  Mr.  Markham  had  put  Cheyt  Sing  imder  an  arrefV, 
the  orders  which  he  left  with  the  commanding  officer  of  the  party, 
were  unfortunately  difrcgarded,  and  fevcral  perfons  who  had  com- 
manded bodies  of  troops  which  accompanied  Cheyt  Sing  to  Buxar, 
were  admitted  to  his  prefence.  The  officer  early  faw  the  dange- 
rous confequcnce  of  his  imprudence,  and  difcovered  at  the  fame 
time  that  the  two  companies  of  fcpoys  which  he  commanded,  had 
no  ammunition.  Intelligence  was  fcnt  of  diis  neglcdl  to  Colonel 
Popham,  and  at  the  fame  time  coniiderable  bodies  of  men  were 
obfcr\'ed  crofling  the  river  in  boats  from  Ramnagur  to  Shewallah. 
With  the  company,  therefore,  that  went  with  a  fupply  of  ammu- 
nition, a  mclTage  was  fent  from  Mr.  Haftings,  which,  Mr.  lyiark- 
ham  fays,  they  were  obliged  to  make  a  verbal  meffagc,  becaufe  the 
durbar  was  broke  up,  and  there  was  no  moonfhee  to  write  a  letter. 
The  purport  of  this  meffage  was,  that  if  a  life  were  loft,  Cheyt 
Sing  fhould  anfwer  for  it.  Cheyt  Rain,  who  was  inftruded  to  de- 
liver this  meffage,  was  an  old  rrnn,  nrnr  fcventy  years  of  age,  who 
had  always  been  employed  both  by  Mr.  Markhnm  and  liis  prcde- 
ceffor,  in  delivering  nicffages  to  Cheyt  Sing,  in  the  fame  manner 
as  a  man  of  fimilar  degree  was  employed  in  carrying  meffages  from 
Che)'t  Sing  to  Mr.  Markham.  Noble  Lords  would  obfcrve,  that 
the  mcifage  was  couched  in  terms  of  menace— and  necefiarily.fo 
couched,  for  it  was  intended  by  that  meffage  not  to  provoke  the  tu- 
mult, but,  if  pofTiblc,  to  prevent  it,  by  exciting  Cheyt  Sini^'s  ap- 
prchcnfions  for  his  own  fate.  This  man  accompanied  the  party  that 
Lieutenant  Birrell  commanded,  and  being  known,  was  pcrnuttcd 
to  pafs  on  to  the  prefence  of  the  Rajah,  where  he  delivered  his  mef- 
fage, as  fomc  affidavits  fay,  paflionately  and  violently  ;  and  it  was 
very  natural  for  the  men  who  made  thofe  affidavits  to  conceive  fo, 
even  though  the  Chubdar  had  merely  delivered  the  meffage  precifely 
as  it  was  jgiven  to  him.  But  whether  he  delivered  it  as  the  affida- 
vits fratc  it,  whctlicr,  as  Mr.  Markhnm  thinks,  he  did  not  flcp 
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beyond  the  coinmiflRon  that  wns  entruftcd  to  him,  it  )s  provM>  bc^ 

yond  all  poffibiiiry  of  doubt,  r.nlcfe,  the  Court  conceive  all  the  wit- 
ncffes  to  hnvc  l^en  perjured,  that  the  attack  began  from  the  Rajah*» 

troops  without y  before  Ch?\t  Ram  had  delivered  the  meffage  tyiVA/w, 
Lieutenant  BirrcU  diftin(fily  fwears,  that  after  his  company  appeared 
in  front  of  Shewailah,  they  were  inftantly  fired  upon,  and  fevcral 
were  killed  .and  ^voundcd  by  the  firft  difchargc.     This  was  the  fignal 

•  f(»r  the  flaOghtcr  within.  The  juft  concluiion,  then,  from  all  the 
evidence  was  thi^,  that  as  foon  as  Mr.  Markham  had  quitted  the 
Rajah,  and  hi«  feveral  commanders  were  rmprudently  admitted  to 
his  prefcnce,  meafures  were  tivkcn  for  his  refcue.  Four  thoufand 
regular' forces  were  colleined  in  a  fhort'timc,  and  the  refcue  was 
ciibdcd.  His  Lordfhip  delired  noble  Lords  would  attend  to  the 
next  fop  taken  by  Chcyt  Sing.  MclTcngers.  were  fent  to  Fyxabady 
as  appeared  by  Mr.  Markham*s  cviti.nce;  to  tell  the  Begum  what 
hjd  happened  :  this  wns  on  the  i6th,  and  by  the  2ift  of  Au- 
j, Vitr,  large  bodies  of  trc.ops  were  in  motion  in  the  road  from  Fy- 
7abad,  a  circumftance  ^^hich,  among  many  others,  proved  a  pre- 
vious concert  between  Clicyt  Sing  anJ  the  Begum. 

It  was  clear,  therefore,  Lord  Tliurlow  faid,  that  the  refcue  was 
not  occalloncd  hy  the  n^clTr.gc  delivered  by  Chcyt  Ram  ;  that  it  was 
not  the  confcquence  of  a  fuckicn  nfiray  ;  that  the  populace  were  ig- 
norant; of  all  that  was  j^i.iTing,  lince  it  Is  pro\ed  that  no  cne  inha- 
bitant of  Benares  wa?  a  part)'  to  the  nffair.  The  next  queftion  to 
conr.dcr  was*  whctlier  tlie  arreil  was  in  itfelf  fo  difgraccful,  as  to 
oirivc  tlie  Rajah  to  rdillr.nce,  rather  than  fubmit  to  fuch  an  indig- 
nity ?  Here,  his  Lorctl.ip  faid,  they  hnd  the  evidence  of  cvciy 
gv  ntlcn-an  examined,  to  j.rove  that  it  was  no  more  an  indignity  to 
liim,  than  it  would  be  to  any  other  pcrfon.  It  was  in  proof  that 
arrcfls  were  common  throuchont  the  coMinrv,  and  the  onlr  mode 
of  proceeding.  In  1772,  Mahomed  Reza  Cawn,  the  Naib  of 
Bengal,  was  arrcftcd,  i?nd  brought  down  a  prifoncr  to  Catcutta^  by 
orders  from  the  Court  of  Directors.  In  1 789,  the  R;ijah  of  Uur^- 
wan,  a  man  infinitely  higher  in  rank  than  Chcyt  Sing,  was  fined 
five  thoufhnd  rupees  by  Lord  Cnrmvnllis,  for  nut  obeying  orders  re- 
I'Uivc  to  the  tranfmiiricn  of  forac  revenue  p::j»ers  to  Calcutta  ;  ami 
en  adeby  \r\  payment,  he  was  ordered  to  be  arrcllcd,  and  if  he  did- 
not  piiy  th©  money  in  t went)'- four  hours,  to  be  fent  prifoner  to  Cal- 
cutta. It  Mills  cl^r,  therefore,  that  unlcfs  Chcyt  Sing  had  eon- 
ceived  himfclf  ripe  for  refinance,  he  would  have  fubmitted  to  the 
arrcft,  and  by  that  means  have  prevented  all  tlie  conu'qucnces  which 
he  perfonally  fufrered  by  his  difobedience.  As  to  the  remaining 
part  of  tlus  allegation,  he  fhould  not  go  particularly  into  it,  until 
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he  he^  tlie  Teittlments  of  olher  noble  Lofds*  ,  Mr.  Hafiings  war 
charged  with  criminality^ .  in  reefing,  after  the  Rajah  was  in  open 
rebeltion,  to  liften  to  his  propo&ls  of  acconuDodation.  He  pre-/ 
fumed,  until  he  heard  the  contrary,  that  no  noble  Lord  would  think 
Mr.  Haftings  couM  have  li(tened  to  overtures,  which  all  the  tefti-. 
mony  pkinly  evinced  were  made  with  an  intent  to  hill  Mr.  Haftings 
into  temporary  fccurity.  To  treat  witli  him,  appeared  to  his  Lord- 
fbip  to  be  impoiBble,  and  that  was  the  general  opinion.  Mr. 
Haftings  had  wifely  corrected,  in  the  new  arr<uigements,  themiftake^ 
of  Ae^formcr.  He  raifed  the  Company's  rent  to  fort)'  lacks  of  ru- 
pees—a  fum^  which  the  country  could  well  alibrd  to  pay,  bccaufe  it 
paid  it  f!X)m  the  year  17&2  to  this  day.  He  would  not  allow  the 
new  Rajah  to  rctain'forts  nor  a  military  force,  and  what  Mr.  Haf- 
tings left  imperfed.  Lord  Cornwallis  very  wifely  made  completely 
pcrfcft,  by  placing  the  Rajah  on  the  footing  of  every  Bengal  Zemin- 
dar, and  committing  the  entire  government  of  the  country  to  ihc 
En'rlifli  refident. 

His  Lordihip  faid,  that  in  the  fettlement  made  with  Cheyt  Siiig 
in  T  775,  there  appeared  to  him  to  be  a  radical  defect.  The  Ra- 
j-h  was  placed  fo  near  to  independence,  that  the  moment  he  con- 
ceived indcpchdence  to  be  within  his  grafp,  he  naturally  attempted 
to  attain  it.  On  reading  the  minutes  of  that  day,  Mn  Barwcll  ap- 
peared to  him  to  {vc  the  matter  in  its  true  point  of  view :  he  would 
cither  liave  made  the  Rajah  completely  independtnt,  or  have  placed 
him  entirely  under  the  control  of  the  Bti(i(h  Government. 

His  Lordihip  faiJ,  he  was  not  aware  that  he  had  omitted  to  ftatc 
sny  material  poiiu ;  but  he  trufted  in  their  Lordfliips'  indulgence  for 
pomiflion  to  intrude  upon  them  again,  if  neccffary ;  and  would 
now  content  himfelf  with  moving,  "  That  the  Commons  had  made 
good  the  firft  article,  in  as  far  as  it  related  to  Mr.  Haftings 's  pre- 
fcrring  felfc  and  malicious  charges  againft  Cheyt  Sing,  and  arrefting 
hisperfon." 

The  Earl  of  CAERNARVON  faid,  that  if  he  had  formed  an 
ftToneous  judgement,  he  anxioufly  wifhed  to  change  his  opinion  ; 
but  nothing  that  he  had  yet  heard  had  induced  him  to  alter  it ;  nor 
had  any  of  the  many  obfervations  which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
liad  made,  taken  otF  the  impreflion  which  the  {jl6\s  ftatcd  in  tlic 
charge  had  made  on  his  mind.  It  had  not  been  proved,  t6  his 
convi<Sion  at  leaft,  that  the  dclegatbn  of  the  powers  of  the  Gover- 
nor General  and  Council  to  himfelf,  alledged  in  the  former  part  of 
the  charge,  was  legal  ;  or,  admitting  for  a  moment  that  it  was  a 
legal  dclegatio(j,  it  had  not  been  proved  that  the  delegation  had  been 
inadc  for  ariv  fuch  ufc  and  purpofe  as  the  defendant  made  of  it,  by 


I9R  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1795. 

arrefting  Chcyt  Sing,  and  treating  him  with  all  the  indignity  and 
rigour  that  he  had  compelled  him  to  endure.  The  noble  and  learn- 
ed Lord  had  ftated  various  precedents  of  delegation  of  the  powers 
of  the  Chief  in  office  in  India,  and  his  Council  to  that  Chief,  but 
he  utterly  denied  that  there  was  the  fmaUeft  analogy  in  any  one  of 
thofc  precedente  to  the  cafe  in  queftion.  In  the  cafes  cited  by  the 
noble  LoAi  of  the  delegation  of  the  powers  of  the  Britifli  Govern- 
ment in  India  to  the  Chief  in  office,  they  were  every  one  of  them 
delegations  of  power  for  the  cxprcfs  purpofe  of  enabling  the  Chief 
to  perform  a  fmgle,  dated,  and  important  acl,  with  a  view  to  the 
attainment  of  fomd  one  great  and  fpecific  object.  Taking  it  for 
granted,  therefore,  that  the  delegation  of  the  powers  to  Mr.  Haf- 
tings  was  legally  made,  let  their  Lordfhips  look  to  the  minute  of 
the  Board,  entered  on  the  confultations,  to  fee  for  what  exprcfs  pur- 
pofe it  liad  been  made.  The  minute  dated,  that  the  Governor 
General  was  invefted  with  "  fall  power  and  authority  to  form  fuch 
.  arrangements  with  the  Rajah  of  Benares,  for  the  better  government 
and  management  of  his  Zemindary,  and  to  perform  fuch  aQs  for 
the  improvement  of  the  intereft  which  the  Company  poffeffcs  in  it, 
as  he  (hall  thjnk  fit  and  confonant  to  the  mutual  engagements  fubfift- 
ing  between  the  Company  and  the  Rajah.** 

His  Lordlhip  rcafoncd  pointedly  upon  the  terms  of  expreffion, 
and  on  the  reafonable  inference  refulting  from  the  whole  of  the  mi- 
nute. The  word  *  arrangements,*  he  contended,  plainly  implied 
that  the  Governor  was  to  arrange  fuch  afls  as  he  (hould  think  con- 
fonant to  the  mutual  engagements  fubfifting  between  the  Company 
and  the  Rajali,  in  an  amicable  way,  and  not  to  deal  with  him  in 
the  harfh  and  hoftile  manner  which  Mr.  Haftings  had  taken  upon 
liimfclf  to  adopt.  Having  difcuffed  this  very  fully,  the  Earl  faid, 
with  regard  to  the  other  fafts  alledged  as  crimes  and  mifdemftinors, 
wliatcvcr  inconfillency  tlicre  might  be  in  the  Commons  having  pre- 
ferred the  charge,  while  they  enjoyed  the  benefits  arifing  from  the 
a<fts  of  Mr.  Haftings,  he  was  not  now  to  conlidcr.  An  accufation 
ftated  to  be  criminal  was  preferred  by  a  body  competent  to  prefer 
it ;  and  it  was  his  duty,  as  a  judge,  to  ccnfidcr  v.hcther  the  charge 
was  proved  or  not,  and  to  confider  that  only.  He  ftill  thought  that 
Mr.  Hafiings  \\2ls  ailuited  by  motives  of  revenge  in  writing  the 
letter  that  he  did  write  to  Cheyt  Sing,  and  ?Mo  in  putting  him  un- 
der an  arrcfl:.  He  again  referred  to  the  defence  of  Mr.  Haftings, 
where  that  gentleman  faid,  that  while  lie  though;  Cheyt  Sing  had 
him  and  not  the  Company*  for  his  objeci^  a  fine  of  forty  or  fifty 
lacks  would,  he  conceived,  be  a  fufhciait  punilhment  for  his  of- 
fence.    He  entered  into  a  long  argument,  as  to  the  legality  of  ^hS 
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ddegaKon,  and  faid,  that  at  all  events  Mr.  Haitings  was  not  em- 
powered by  that  delegation  to  arreft  the  perfon  of  Cheyt  Sing,  for 
ihc  purpofe  of  exad^ing  from  him  a  fine  of  forty  or  fifty  lacks  ;  and 
again  declared,  that,  in  his  opinion,  Mr.  Haflings  had  been  in- 
duced to  make  that  exa£tibn  from  motives  of  private  rcyenge  and 
rcfentmcnt. 

Lord  THURLOW  rofe  and  faid,  that,  after  having  fo  fully  ex- 
plained  to  their  Lordfliips  that  the  paffage  quoted  by  the  noble  Lord 
was  neither  written  by  Mr.  Haftings,  nor  even  feen  by  him,  until 
he  heard  it  read  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  he  did  not  expcft 
that  any  ftrefs  would  be  laid  upon  it.  He  wifhed,  however, 
as  the  noble  Lord  did  profefs  to  quote  It,  he  would  quote  it  as  it 
really  flood.  The  paffage  did  not  run  as  the  noble  Lord  had  flated, 
but  in  the  following  words  : — ^**  So  long  as  I  conceived  Cheyt  Sing's 
mifcondufl  and  contumacy  to  have  me  rather  than  the  Company  for 
its  objeft,  or  at  leafl  to  be  merely  the  efFc6l  of  pernicious  advice, 
ormifguidgd  folly,  without  any  formal  defign  of  openly  refifling  our 
auth(»iiy,  or  difclaiming  our  fovereignty,  I  looked  upon  -a  confide- 
rable  fine  as  fuificient  both  for  his  immediate  punifhment,  and  for 
binding  him  to  future  good  behaviour."  Lord  Thurlow  faid,  he 
was  fure  that  the  noble  Lord  would  haye  the  candour  and  the  juf- 
ticc  to  fay,  that  this  paffage  was  very  different  indeed  from  his 
Lordfhip's  fbtement  of  it. 

Lord  CAERNARVON  admitted,  that  there  was  a  difference, 
which,  in  the  hurry  of  fpeaking,  he  had  certainly  omitted  to  ftate^ 

Thc^Earl  of  MANSFIELD  faid,  he  wifhed  that  the  prefcnt 
queftion  had  been  divided  into  two  fubjcfls  of  difcufTion,  to  avoid 
the  dilemma  of  determining  on  the  guilt  or  innocence  of  a  perfon 
who  had  obtained  great  advantages,  which  the  Public  had  appro- 
priated to  itfelf,  while  they  profecuted  the  perfon  for  the  adl  of  pro- 
curing thofe  advantages  for  them.  In  almoft  every  point,  he  agreed 
moil  completely  with  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  who,  with  fo 
much  ability,  and  fo  much  to  his  own  honour,  had  fully  invedigat- 
cd  the  prefent  charge.  On  a  finglc  point  he  had  a  doubt,  though 
he  confefFed  it  was  but  a  doubt ;  yet,  ftanding  as  he  did  in  the 
awful,  and  he  would  add,  to  him,  the  tremendous  character  of  a 
judge,  iie  deemed  it  his  duty  to  flate  his  feelings  to  their  Lordfliips, 
and  in  as  few  words,  confidering  the  latcnefs  of  the  hour,  as  he 
poflibly  could.  He  fully  concurred  with  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  in  opinion,  that  the  right  of  the  Britifh  Government  to  de- 
mand military  aid  of  Cheyt  Sing,  in  war,  was  proved  beyond  a  pof- 
fibility  of  queftion.  Indeed  he  was  aftonifhcd  that  men  of  fuch  ta- 
lents as  thofe  wiio  managed  tlie  impeachment,  could  have  enter- 
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tained  a  doubt  ap3n  the  fubjcA«  He  "vas  equftHy  con\1n<%c])  that 
there  was  not  the  flightcft  reafon  to  doubt  the  right  of  the  Britiih 
Cjovcmment  to  demand  the  afMancc  of  a  body  of  a  cavahy  firom 
Chcjt  Siiig  ;  and  there  \ras  not  any  thing  like  a  firipicion  that  could 
arifc^  hcconceiv'cd^  .in  tlve  vm\d  of  any  man^  that  in  an^ng  and 
enforcing  theic.  demands,  Mr.  Haflings  was  actuated  by  malkio^is 
motives^  Equally  convinced  was  he  that  the  conduj5l  cf  Chcyt 
Sing  was  highly  contumacious  and  rcfniiSory,  and  that  it  defervcd 
punifliment.  ♦'  God  forbid!"  faid  his  Lordihip,  "  that  I  Atooid 
lay  the  flightcft  ftrefs  i^n  any  ^xpreffions  Iti  a  defcnoc,  whlch^  it 
is  fully  proved,  Mr.  Haftings  never  vTOte,  and  the  obje<^nabIe 
p??rts  of  which  he  never  faw ;  however  imprudent  I  nuty  conceive 
Mr.  Haftings  to  have  been  in  prefentir^fuch  a  defence  at  the  barof 
the  Houfe  of  Commons.  As  to  the  nrreft  of  Chc\t  Shig,  as  a 
judge,  I  can  fee  nothing  criminal  in  the  aft  ;  though,  is  a  Statef- 
nian,  I  thiidc  it  was  rafti,  precipitate,  and  unwifc,  under  all  the 
circumftances  of  the  cafe.  Coupling  the  arrcft  with  the^^urpofe  in- 
tended by  it,  jiamely, '  taking  from  him  forty  or  fifty  lacksof  rupees, 
I  much  doubt  whether  the  fine  was  not  fo  heavy  as  to  be  deemed 
cxccflive.  But  when  I  confider  that  Mr.  Haftings  aded,'  as  in 
my  confcience  I  believe  he  did,  from  the  pureft  motives — when, 
after  the  moft  careful  and  attentive  examination  of  the  evidence,  I 
can  find  nothing'  that  induces  me  to  believe  he  was  aduated  by  a 
corrupt  or  a  malicious  motive— when  I  confider  ^e  alarming  ftatc 
of  India  at  tliat  momentous  period,  furrounded  as  Mr.  Haftin^ 
Avas  by  enemies,  and  Jn  hourly  expc<S^atiOn  of  tlie  arrival  of  a  pow- 
erful armament  from  France—when  I  reflect  that,  under  Provi- 
dence,  he  was  the  happy  inftrument  of  preferving  that  valuable 
empire  to  Great  Biitain,  and  that  every  meafurc  he  took  had  no 
other  objeft  than  the  prefervation  of  the  empire ;  I  cannot  bring 
myfelf  to  liiink'  that  the  mere  miftake  in  the  amount  of  the  fine 
whicii  ought  to  have  been  levied  upon  Cheyt  Sing,  is  an  aft  of 
criminality;  and  tl\e  more  cfpecially,  as  Mr.  Haftings  did  not  con- 
vert the  money  to  his  own  ufe,  but  applied  it  to  the  prefling  exi- 
gencies of  the  fcrvice  of  the  Britifti  Government  in  India."  An 
additional  reafon  for  his  wifhing  that  the  arreft  had  been  fcparatcd 
from  the  confideration  of  all  that  palled  after  the  rebellion  of  the 
RajrJi,  his  Lordfhip  faid,  was  becaufc  Mr.  Haftings  was  clearly 
judificd  in  the  whole  of  his  fiibfcqucnt  conduct  by  every  principle 
of  policy  and  prudence.  In  order  to  dete*mi'nc  how  far  Mr.  Haft- 
ings was  warranted  in  dealing  with  Cheyt  Sing,  as  he  conceived 
S:ijah  Doivlah  would  hiive  dealt  with  him  under  the  fAme  circum- 
ftances; or  as  any  other  abfblutc  Prince  woiild'  have  d^t  «tiih  his 
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dependent,  as  in  the  cafe  of  the  &ilurc  of  obedience  due  fron^  a 
vaffal  to  his  liege  Lord  in  feudal  times ;  it  was  ncceffarj',  in  the 
one  inftancc,  to  examine  and  to  afccrtain  what  the  principles  of  the 
feudal  fyllem  were ;  and  in  the  other,  what  were  the  known  prin- 
ciples of  the  fyftem  of  government  pradifed  under  the  ahfolute 
Princes  of  India,  before  their  Lord(hips  took  upon  them  to  decide, 
whether  the  punifhmcnt  infli<5ted  on  Cheyt  Sing  was  warranted  by 
his  difobedicncc  and  contumacy. 

The  hiftory  c)f  India,  his  Lordfhip  faid,  as  far  as  he  had  made 
himfelf  maftcr  of  it,  afforded  abundant  proof  that  fine  and  confine- 
ment were  ther  ufual  modes  of  punishment  adopted  by  the  abfolute 
Princes  of  that  part  of  Afia,  when  their  dependents  had  been  guilty 
of  difobedicncc  and  contumacy.  The  Earl  faid,  to  his  furprife,  it 
had  been  much  infiftcd  on  in  Wcftminfter  Hall,  that  Cheyt  Sing 
was  an  independent  fovcreign  Prince,  or  Lord  ;  whereas  it  was  clear 
beyond  all  qucftion,  that  he  was  to  all  intents  and  purpofes  a  de« 
pendent,  firft  on  Sujah  Dowlah,  and  afterwards  on  the  Britifh  Go- 
vernment in  India,  and  confequently  rcfponfible  to  Mr.  Haftings, 
in  his  chara^er  of  Governor  General,  for  the  whole  of  his  condudl. 
"  On  thcfe  confidcratioos,  tJiercfore,  and  thoi'c  I  have  before 
ftated,"  faid  his  Lordfhip,  •'  I  (hall  certainly  concur  with  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  in  voting,  that  the  Commons  have  not  made 
good  this  part  of  the  firft  article." 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  faid,  he  would  not  go  over  the 
fafts  that  constituted  the  clnrge  again,  having  fo  fully  done  that  laft 
week ;  he  would  only  make  a  few  obfcrvations  relative  to  the  feel- 
ings, which,  fpcaking  as  a  judge,  imprelTed  his  mind  on  the  occa^r 
lion.  He  faid  it  was  a  known  principle  of  Englifli  law,  that 
every  offender  under  the  Bricifh  Government  ought  to  have  his  pu- 
nifliment  meafured  ad  modnm  deliSiiy  and  that  the  idea  that  a  Bri- 
tifli  Governor,  amenable  to  the  fovercignty  of  Great  Britain,  was 
juilificd  in  aci^^ing  as  an  abfolute  and  defpotic  fovcreign  Prince,  was 
not  to  be  tolerated.  Mr.  H;i'ilings  had  no  authority  to  ad  as  a  de- 
fpotic fovcreign,  and  it  was  evident  from  his  own  words,  that  he 
did  not  priKTced  to  punilh  Cheyt  Sing  admodum  deliSliy  hut  fub  modj 
Sujah  Dowlah.  He  would  not  allow  the  inAance  of  the  obedience 
of  a  vaffal  to  his  liege  Lord  in  feudal  times  to  be  quite  parallel  and 
ftridly  in  point,  and  he  conceived  that  if  the  motives  of  Mr.  Haft- 
ings were  to  govern  their  LordQiips,  they  were  to  look  to  Mr. 
Haftings's  own  avowal  of  the  nature  of  his  motives  and  principles. 
His  Lordfhip  added  much  other  argument  in  fupport  of  the  charge, 
in  reply  to  what  had  fallen  from  Lord  Thurlow  and  the  Earl  of 
Maiibficld. 

Vol.  XLII.  D  d 
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The  Marqurs  of  LANSDOWNE  began  a  very  ftmng  fpcech, 
with  declaring  that  miich  praife  was  diic  to  their  Lordfhips,  for  the 
calm,  deliberate,    and  grave  manner  in  which  they  had  taken  up 
the  bufinefs,  and  proceeded  to  gt>  tlirough  the  cliaiges.     Such  con- 
duct, in  his  ir.ind,  did  the  Houfe  the  higheft,  honour.     He  ridi- 
culed the  pretentions  to  rank,  refpc6t,  and  royalty  fct  up  for  Chcyt 
Sing.      Having  heard  fo  much  of  his  importance,  he  had  been  at 
fomc  trouble  to  afcertain  who  that  great  man  was,  and  in  confc- 
quenCc  of  his  refearches,  he  was  enabled  to  declare,  that  Chcjt 
Sing  had  n«>  line  of  anceftry  to  be  proud  of,  no  honourable  lineage 
to  boaft ;    his  grandfather  was  an  adventurer  of  fome  parts,  who 
made  his  way  by  dint  of  ability  and  intrigue,   as  moft  adventurers 
do,    and  by  tliofe  means  he  got  poffeflion  of  Benares,  and  ouftcd 
the  former  holder  of  the  di thicks  and  revenues  belonging  to  it;  his 
fon,   Btlwant  Sing,  who  fucceeded  him,  had  not  equal  parts  (for  it 
docs  not  always  happen  that  a  fon  inherits  his  father's  fcnfe  and  ta- 
lents,) was  another  intriguer ;    and  his  grandfon,  Cheyt   Sing,  a 
third  intriguer.     Each  threw  off  the  rightful  fovereign,  and  thclaft 
would  have  intrigued  for  that  purpofe,  probably  with  the  Eaft-India 
Company,  and  to  the  fame  efFcft,    if  Mr.  Haftings  had  not  pru- 
dently checked  his  ambition.     When  he  heard  the  abufe  that  had 
been  thrown  on  Mr.  Kafiings,  and  faw  him,  like  Sir  Walter  Ra- 
leigh, compascd  to  a  fpider  of  Hell,  he  was  not  only  anxious  to 
know  the  extent  of  his  conduft,  under  all  the  circumftances  of  the 
time  that  he  was  Governor  General  X)f  India,  and  particularly  what 
the  author! t)'  and  powers  were  under  which  he  a<^cd.     With  this 
ktter  view,  he  had  inquired  for  Mr.  Haftings's  commiflion,  and 
was  aftonifhcd  when  he  found  it  to  be  fo  extremely  (hort  and  com- 
prehcniive.     Seeing  that,    he  afkcd  for  his  inftru^lions,  for  every 
one  of  their  Lordlhips  who  had  been  in  office,  well  knew  that  when 
a  new  Governor  was  fent  oiit  to  any  of  His  Majefty's  American  co- 
lonics, or  Britifh  dependencies  abroad,  it  was  not  only  ufual  togivc 
him  a  long  commiffion  defcrlbing  his  powers,  but  to  accompany  it 
with  a  fet  of  inftru6lions,  in  order  to  provide,  as  much  as  poffible, 
for  the  objects  in  contemplation  of  His  Majcfty*s  Miniftcrs  at  the 
time.     Was  that  the  cafe  with  Mr.  Haftings?     Nothing  like  it- 
He  held  his  commiHion  in  his  hand,    the  Marquis  faid>  and  he 
would  read  it  to  their  Lordfhips.      It  was  but  (hort.     The  purport 
of  it  was,  that  the  Dircftors  of  the  Eaft-India  Company  appointed 
Warren  Haftings,  'Efq.   Governor  General  of  all  their  poffcffions 
in  India,  and  invefted  him  with  the  whole  government  civil  and 
military.     With   refpcd   to   inftruftions,  Mr.  Haftings  did  not 
carry  out  a  fingle  line.     His  commiflion  was  his  folc  authority  > 
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and  would  any  man,  ^fcer  hearing  what  he  had  juft  ftatcd,  venture 
to  ajTert  that  Mr.  Haftings,  as  Governor  General  of  India,  was 
not  to  be  conOdered  as  an^abfolutc  Sovereign  Prince  in  India?  He 
was  fo  to  all  intents  and  purpofcs,  and  it  would  have  been  abfurd 
to  have  expected  any  good  to  rcfult  from  his  government,  if  he 
were  viewed  in  any  other  light. 

The  Marquis  inilanced  the  fervices  of  Lord  Comwallis,  and 
faid,  great  and  impottant  as  thofe  fervices  were,  the  noble  Lord 
could  not  have  atchicved  them,  If  he  had  not  been  allowed  to  exert 
abfolutc  power.  He  was  aware  that  he  pofleircd,  and  he  had  exr 
ercifed  it  in  various  inftances  much  to  his  own  honour,  and  the  ad- 
%'antage  of  the  Company,  and  the  Britifh  interefts  in  India.  On  the 
other  liand,  he  thought,  what  Mr.  Haftings  perhaps  would  not  be 
pleafcd  to  hear,  that  he  did  not  ftand  entitled  to*  have  his  conduft 
tried  by  the  principles  of  Englifti  juftice.  If  it  had  been  practicable, 
he  ought  to  have  Mahomedan  judges  and  a  Mahomedan  jury.  It 
was  not  pofliible  that  Britifh  judges  and  Br itiili  jurors  could  be  com- 
petent to  decide  on  conduft  arifing '  out  of  circumftances  fo  new  to 
Bridfh  ears,  fo  irreconcileable  to  Britifh  cufloms  ;  the  genius  of  the 
Government  being  free  and  liberal,  all  pradliccs  under  it  were  nc- 
cdfarily  governed  by  the  fame  principles  of  freedom  and  liberality. 
Not  fo  the  conduct  of  arbitrary  Sovereigns  ;  the  minds  of  their  fub- 
jqA$  being  familiar  with  the  fight  of  unlimited  power  in  daily  cxer- 
cife,  they  complained  not  of  injuftice,  and  fufFered  without  a  mur- 
mur, when  they  were  confcious  tlicy  only  fuffcred  one  day,  what 
might  be  the  lot  of  their  neighbours  the  next.  From  this  view  qf 
dcfpotifm,  and  the  conduft  of  defpo^ic  Princes,  the  Marquis  faid, 
hcconfidered  it  as  downright  nonfenfe  to  talk  of  applying  the  precepts 
of  the  Chriftian  religion,  and  the  principles  of  Englifh  government^ 
to  fubjedts  accuftomed  to  live  under  Mahomedan  laws,  Mahome- 
tan cuftems,  and  the  fyftcm  of  opprelTion  pra6tifed  under  the  go- 
vernment of  abfolute  Princes. 

The  great,  and  indeed  only,  qucftions  in  the  cafe  of  Mr-  Hafl- 
ings  ought  to  be  thefe  : — Had  he  governed  India  to  the  fatisfadtion 
of  the  people  ?  and  had  he  improved  the  intercfl  which  his  native 
cimntry  had  in  tliofe  diftant  pofTefTions  ?  Thefe  would  have  been  the 
only  qucflioRs  which  the  late  King  of  PrufTia,  the  greateft  and  wifeft 
man  of  tlie  age,  would  have  afked  Mr.  Haflings,  if  he  had  polTefs- 
cd  fo  rich  a  dominion  and  fo  nvcritorious  a  fervant.  That  able 
ftatefinan  9nd  profound  politician  would  have  dealt  with  a  pcrfon 
holding  and  exctcifing  a  diftant  government  of  great  importance  and 
authority  in  this  way.  He  would  have  looked  to  die  general  refult 
of  his  Governor's  condudt*     He  would  have  faid^  "  I  fcnt  you  to 
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The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE  faid,  that  it  was  undcrftocd, 
^th:tt  ihc  loan  propofed  to  be  granted  to  the  Lmpcror  Ihould  bcdif- 
cuiFcd  at  the  famcNtimc  as  the  loan  for  Great  Britain.  Their 
I^ordihips  were  well  aware,  that  the  fpeculation  of  this  Auftrian 
loan  had  given  rife  to  much  gambling.  It  was  therefore  proper, 
that  it  fhouid  be  as  fpccdily  a?  poffiblciafcertaincd,  whether  this  loan 
was  to  take  place  or  not  ?  It  had  been  held  oat,  that,  wirhout 
granting  a  pecuniary  affirtance  to  the  Emperor,  wc  would  not  be 
able  to  open  the  next  campaign  with  brilliancy  or  ellfeol.  It  was 
thercfi)re  of  confcquencc  to  know  whether  we  were,  indeed,  to  have 
the  advantage  of  liis  co-operation.  In  this  critical  iituation  of  the 
country,  when  one  misfortune  was  treading  upon  the  heels  of  ano- 
ther, and  when  every  day  added  fomcthing  to  the  glooroincfs  of  the 
profped,  it  was  material  to  know  what  was  our  ground  of  hope 
from  frefh  meafurcs,  and  what  was  the  quarter  on  which  we  could 
depend  for  affiftance.  This  being  die  cafe,  he  fliould  take  the 
liberty  to  afk  the  noble  Secretary,  whom  he  faw  in  his  place,  whether 
or  not  the  loan  was  to  be  granted  to  the  Emperor,  and  whether  we 
had  fufficient  foundation  to,  expedl  the  benefit  of  liis  co-operation  in 
the  next  campaign  ? 

/  Lord  GRENVILLE  faid,  that  formerly^ the  loan  had  come  be- 
fore the  Houfe  in  confcquence  of  a  meffage  from  His  Majefty.  In 
that  mcflage  His  Majeity  informed  them,  that  as  foon  as  the  arrange- 
ments witli  the  Emperor  were  finally  fettled,  he  fhould  take  the 
carliejl  opportunity  of  communicating  them  to  the  Houfe.  That 
communication  he  had  not  yet  been  authorifed  to  make,  and  in  thii 
fituation  he  did  not  conceive  himfclf  bound  to  reply  farther  to  die 
qucflions  of  the  noble  Lord. 

The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE  faid  that  from  this  he  was  to  un- 
dertland  that  the  arrangements  with  the  Emperor  were  not  yet  finally 
fettled.  This  being  th.e  cafe,  he  called  upon  the  Houfe  ^nd  the 
Public  to  reficd  in  what  Iituation  the  country  was  placed,  when  at 
a  period  fo  near  the  commencement  of  tjjc  campaign,  we  were  igno- 
rant whether  we  were  to  have  any  co-operation  or  affiftance  in  the 
prefent  calamitous  war,  or  what  were  tlie  means  by  which  we  were 
^o  carry  it  on. 

The  Loan  Bill  was  read  a  fecond  time. 

On  die  quefiion,  that  the  Wine  Duty  Bill  be  read  a  fecond  time, 

The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE  faid,  that  this  bill  carried  with 
it  a  certain  degree  of  injufticc,  which  he  found  it  his  duty  to  oppofe— 
this  bill  had  on  the  community  the  cfFedt  of  an  ex  po/i/a^o  law, 
xvhich  operated  very  feverely  both  on  the  merchants  and  purchafcrs 
of  that  cc>mmodify  \  the  duty  on  wine  ought  not  to  take  pbce  until 
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after  the  rapl  aflbnt  wae  given  to  the  bill,  as  was  the  cafe  Avrth  re- 
fpcft  to  lea,  cpffce,  kc. — but  here  the  people  were  taken  by  furprifc, 
and  the  additional  duty  impofed  a  confidcrablc  time  previous  to  the 
pafling  of  the  bill-  It  was  a  well-known  fa£l,  that  confidcrablc 
quantities  of  wine  ,wcre  bought  previous  to  the  23d  of  February: 
the  price  was  fettled  and  agreed  for,  and  perhaps  paid,  but  owing 
to  the  feverity  of  the  weather  it  became  impoffible  to  remove  it  from 
the  Uccnfed  cellars  j  it  would  therefore  become  a  fubjccl  of  litigation 
between  the  fellers  and  tlie  purchafers  which  of  them  was  to  pay 
the  additional  duty.  It  was  notpolinc,  he  mnintainedy  in  the 
prefcnt  critical  ftate  of  the  nation,  to  irritate  the  fubjcdls  on  whom 
they  w«rc  obliged  to  lay  heavy  burdens ;  nor  did  he  think  that  the 
gains  would  compenfate  far  the  diffatiafaclion  it  would  create.  There' 
was,  die  noble  Earl  obferved,  belides  this,  another  inconvenience 
attending  the  unufual  period  of  impofing  this  additional  duty,  viz. 
that  many  private  individuals  had  purchafed  a  (ingle  pipe  of  wine 
for  thdr  own  confumption^  which,  though  paid  for,  they  were 
obliged  to  keep  at  the  merchant's  cellar^  as  their  own  was  not 
adapted  for  the  reception  of  it :  it  was  therefore  tiking  a  mean  and 
pitiful  advantage  of  thofe  private  individuals  to  fubjedt  them  to  the 
cffi^  of  fuch  an  jrx  poJifaSo  law.  His  Lordfhip  obferved,  that  the 
fclTion  was  not  fo  far  advanced  that  their  Lordihips  might  not,  if 
fecy  chofe  fo  to  do,  add  an  amendment,  w^hich  would  afford  the 
Commons  an  opportunity  to  bring  in  a  ncvv  bill  without  the  ex(^ep* 
tionable  claufe. 

Lord  GRENVILLE  faid,  that  every  proper  method  had  been 
taken  to  give  the  dealers  the  nccefiary  information,  taking  care, 
however,  to  guard  againft  exciting  an  extraordinary  demand  for  the 
wine,  as  that  would  have  defeated  the  objedl  of  the  bill ;  and  there- 
fore, though  he  approved  much  of  what  the  noble  Earl  faid,  ftill  he 
muft  beg  leave  to  differ  with  him  in  the  main  point.  The  Merchants, 
he  faid,  had  it  in  their  power  to  demand  the  additional  duty,  and 
he  knew  not  who  had  a  better. right  to  pay  it  than  the  confumers. 

The  bill  was  read  a  fccond  time  and  committed,  tspgether  with 
the  other  revenue  bills. 

The  Houfe  being  refolved  into  a  Committee  on  the  impeach- 
ment of  Warren  Haftings,  Efq.  Lord  Walfingliam  in  the  chair. 

Lord  THURLOW  rofe  to  open  the  next  article  of  the  allegation 
in  the  Benares  article,  which  was,  that  after  the  cxpulfton  of  Cheyt 
Sing,  Mr.  Haftings  caufed  the  eaftle  of  Btdjygur,  the  refidence  of 
Pauna,  to  be  befieged^  though  (he  and  the  women  had  had  no  con- 
cern in  the  fuppofed  rebellion ;  that  he  never  inquired  whether  the 
trcaforcs  contained  in  Bidjygur  were  the  property  of  the  women  or 
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Cheyt  Sing ;  that  he  ftimulatcd  the  army  to  rapine  and  outrage^  by 
the  wicked  orders  -he  iflued,  and  that  the  women  were  ultimately 
plundered  in  confequence  of  thofc  orders.        '^ 

His  Lordfliip  faid,  he  would  not  (lop  to  notice  the  Grange  mode 
in  which  the  article  was  worded ;  the  blunder  of  calling  the  ftrongcft 
fortrefs  in  Hindoftan  after  Gualior,  a  caftlci  the  affertion  that  it  was 
the  refidcncc  of  Pauna  and  her  attendants :  Their  Lordihips  all 
Incw  that  it  was,  in  fadJ,  the  ftrong  hold  of  Cheyt  Sing,  and  the 
place  where  he  kept  all  his  treafures.  They  knew  that  until  that 
fortrefs  was  captured,  the  war  could  not  be  faid  to  be  at  end.  It 
was  in  evidence  that  Cheyt  Sing  retired  with  his  women  from  Pa- 
tceta  to  Bidjygur,  and  unwilling  to  ftand  a  nege  himfelf,  had  quit- 
ted the  fortrefs,  carryii^  with  him  as  much  of  bis  treafure  as  he 
could  convey  away,  and  leaving  only  what  he  could  not  carry  off, 
with  a  garrifon  of  fe\'en  hundred  men  in  the  fort,  and  his  mother, 
and  many  of  the,  women  of  his  family.  It  was  in  evidence  alfo, 
that  as  foon  as  Mr.  HaRings  heard  of  his  ilight,  and  that  he  had 
left  his  women  in  the  fortrefs,  he  eameftly  recommended  to  Major 
Popham  to  treat  Pauna,  the  mother  of  Cheyt  Sing,  with  the  utmoft 
tcndernefs  and  attention,  to  which  Mr.  HaAings  obferve?,  fhc  was 
entitled  by  her  fex,  her  rank,  and  the  (lation  (he  had  filled,  and 
flill  more  by  her  misfortunes. 

The  qucdion  for  their  Lordihips'  confideratibn  would  be,  whe- 
ther any  circumibincc  in  the  fubfequent  letters  of  Mr.  Haftings  re- 
commended, or  authorifed,  or  ordered,  a  diffcront  mode  of  proceed- 
ing to  this  lady.  The  evidence  he  would  endeavour  to  -ftate  with 
the  utmoft  corrcftncfs.  After  the  fiege  of  Bidjygur  had  continued 
for  almoft  a  month,  the  evidence  begins  by  a  private  letter  frorn 
Mr.  Haftings  to  Major  Popham,  which  is  an  anfwer  to  one  from 
the  Major  to  him,  which  docs  not  appear.  By  the  anfwer  it  is 
clear,  however,  that  the  Rannec  had  made  a  propofal  to  retire  from 
the  fort  on  the  conditions  which  Mr,  Haftings  thought  unrcafon- 
able ;  and  that,  by  the  mode  propofcd,  (he  might  contrive  to  de- 
fraud the  captors  of  a  confiderable  part  of  the  booty  or  reward  to 
which  he  thought  diey  were  fo  well  entitled.  Mr.  Haftings  (ays  he 
can  make  no  objedtion ;  that  Major  Popham  muft  be  the  beft  judge, 
and  that  he  will  certainly  ratify  any  thing  Major  Popham  has  en- 
gaged for ;  but  he  pofitively  declares  that  he  never  will  allow  her 
to  hold  any  land  or  authority  in  the  Zemindary,  without  being 
fubjed  to  the  authority  of  the  Zemindar.  This  letter  is  dated  the 
22dof  Odobcy  1781. 

In  a  fecond  letter,  dat^d  the  3d  of  November,  Mr.  Haftings 
exprelTes  his  readinefs  to  comply  with  all  the  conditions  on  which 
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Pauna  had  agreed  to  furrcnder  the  fort ;  that  is,,  (he  had  preferred 
certain  conditions  herfelf,  to  which  Mr.  Haftings  fully  confents  ; ' 
but  adds,  that  if,  after  he  has  confented  to  her  own  propofal,  (he 
docs  not  give  up  the  fort  in  twenty-four  hours,  he  (hall  cohfider  her 
refufal  as  a  wnnton  affront ;  that  he  will  then  grant  her  no  condi- 
tions, but  leave  her  cxpcfed  to  thofe  dangers  which  (he  chufes  td 
rifque,  rathct  than  truft  to  the  generofiry  and  clemency  of  thd 
Engllfh  government.  If  (he  complies,  fays  Mr.  Haftings  to  Ma-^ 
jor  Popham,  it  will  be  your  part  tb  fecure  the  fort  and  the  pro* 
petty  It  contains  for  the  benefit  of  yourfelf  and  detachment. 

Lord  Thurlow  faid,  thnt  he  believed  there  was  not  one  fyllable  irt 
tficfe  letters  which  was  intended  to  produce,  or  which  could  poflTibly 
piDduce,  the  effcft  ftatecl  in  the  article. 

It  was  impofliblc  that  thefe  private  letters  to  Major  Vopl^ixtk 
could  have  ftimulated  the  army  to  rapine  or  outrage,  for  the  con- 
tents of  them  never  were  communicated  to  the  army :  The  firft 
contained  an  opinion,  that  the  officers  and  foldiers  compofing  the 
bcficging  army  were  entitled  to  the  treafures  which  were  in  Bidjy- 
gur ;  the  latter  repeated  the  fame  opinion. 

It  was  alfo  impoffible,  that  when  the  fort  was  furrendered^ 
Pauna,  lier  relations,  and  dependents,  (hould  have  been  plundered 
in  confequence  of  the  fpirit  of  rapacity  excited  by  the  orders  of  Mn 
Haftings,  bccnufe  it  was  proved  in  evidence,  by  Major  Popham^ 
tnit  the  accident  happened  owing  to  an  ourpoft  not  having  been 
withdrawn  agreeably  to  his  orders.  Mr.  Haftings  is  next  accufed 
of  endeavouring,  by  varkjus  artifices  and  devices,  to  rctradt  his 
own  declaration  and  permiffion  to  the  army  to  fliarc  the  plunder, 
and  to  recover  tht  fpoil  which  they  had  divided.  Failing  in  thatj 
he  attempted  to  ob^aln  it  as  a  loan,  of  which  being  alio  difappcint- 
cd,  he  was  altogether  fruftrated  as  to  the  attainment  of  the  objedl 
of  his  journey  to  Bcnare^. 

Lord  Thurlow  faid,  he  was  utterly  at  a  lofs  how  to  treat  this 
patt  of  the  charge  as  a  crime ;  but  as  there  certainly  appeared  ta 
be  fomething  exceedingly  (habby  and  unbecoming  a  great  charafter 
in  fuch  a  mode  of  proceeding,  he  thought  it  but  right  to  lay  the 
whole  evidence  before  their  Lord(hips,  for  their  confideration. 

Bidjygur  furrendcred  on  the  i  oth,  after  a  breach  was  made, 
which  the  fpringing  of  ^  mine  would  very  foon  have  rendered  prac- 
ticable. Immediate  notice  was  fent  to  Mr^  Haftings  of  the  furren- 
dcr.  It  does  not  appear  tliat  any  letter  was  written  to  Mr.  Haft- 
ings on  the  1  ith  ;  on  the  i  ath  there  was  a  letter  from  Major  Pop- 
ham  to  Mr.  Haftings,  but  without  any  mention  of  the  divifion  of 
the  plunder.  Captain  Calcraft,  aid-de-camp  to  Major  Popham^ 
Vol.  XLII.  E« 
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was  deputed  to  Mr.  HaftingSi  and  confeiTed  to  him  diat  the  divifion 
of  the  plunder  had  been  made.     That  gentleman  told  their  Lord- 
fhips  what  pafled  between  him  and  Mr.  Halvings ;  the  difpleafure 
expreflfcd  by  Mr.  Halvings,  at  the  dlvifion  havif^  been  made  fo  fud- 
dcnly,  and  without  authority  ;  his  pofitive  denial  that  the  letters  to 
Major  Popham  were  meant  to  be  or  could  be  conAnied  as  an  order ; 
But  it  docs  not  appear  that  Mr.  Haftings  ever  entertained  the  no- 
tion of  retracing  his  opinion,  which  uniformly  was,  that  the  offi- 
cers had  a  right  to  the  booty,  and  that  he  would  exert  himfelf  to 
obtain  it  for  them  l^Uy  and  fecurcly.     My  Lords,    faid  Lord 
Thurlow,  the  officers  themfclves  do  not  quote  the  two  letters  in 
queftion  as  orders,  after  they  came  to  the  knowledge  of  them.— 
They  fay,  that  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Hadings,  fo  fully  corrcfpond- 
ing  with  their  own,  induced  them  to  make  an  immediate- diviflon. 
Mr.  Haftings  in  his  anfwer  explains  himfelf  moft  clearly :  He  fays, 
that  even  if  the  amount  had  been  urKommonly  great,  he  (hould 
have  hoped  the  Company  might  have  had  the  .immediate  benefit  of 
it,  in  their  prcfling  exigences,  the  property  being  fecured  by  bonds 
t0  the  captors ;   if  a  moderate  fum,  he  would  himfelf  have  audio- 
fifed  the  diilribution.;  and  had  he  in  any  event  thought  it  right  (o 
apply  to  theBoatd,  he  would  himfelf  have  advifed  the  gift.     Mr. 
Haftings  adds,  that  if  Major  Popham.  conceived  his  private  letters  to 
contain  the  fan£tion  which  he  attributes  to  them,  he  is  forry  that 
lie  did  not  avail  hinifclf  of  his  critire  knowledge  oi  Mr.  Hadii^  & 
private  fcntiments.     He  defires  Major  Popham  to  fend  him  copies 
of  all  thofc  letters,  and  particularly  .one  of  the  i  oth  of  November, 
)vritten  by  Major  Palmer,  his  Secretary,  which  comprizes  his  opi- 
nions and  wifhes  in  the  fulled  and  moft  pofitive  terms.     Though 
Major  (now  Colonel)  Popham  was  crofs-examined  at  confiderable 
length  by  the  Managers,  yet  it  is  very  (irigular  that  they  never  did 
4Sk.  him  any  queftlbns  relative  to  this  very  particular  letter  of  Mr. 
Haftings.     The  Managers  had  the  power,  if  they  diofe  to  ufe  it, 
of  removing  every  doubt  from  the  fubjed :  As  the  evidence  flood, 
it  was  moft  clear>  that  at  every  period  Mr.  Haftings  contended  for 
t^ie  right  of  the  army  to  the  Bidjygpr  prize-money  ;  but  denied  that 
)they  were  authorifed  by  him  to  feixe  their  right,  without  firft  apply- 
ing to  him  ;  and  it  is  equally  clear  that  the  officers  do  not  ftate  the 
letters  which  are  called  orders  in  the  charge,  higher  than  opinions, 
which  entirely  coincided  with  their  own. 

From  this  review  of  the  tvidenee,  and  the  refle6tiQns  which  ap- 
peared to  him  to  arile  from  it,  their  Lordfhips  would  determine 
whether  Mr.  Haftings  had  a6ted  that  (habby  part  which  the  Mana- 
{[ers  imputed  to  him.     He  thou^t  it  no  more  than  juftice  to  a  man 
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who  filled  lb  elevated  a  rank  in  life,  to  ftate  the  h&s  (airly,  though 
in  truth  what  the  Managers  had  charged  did  not  amount  to  a  crime. 
I(  was  next  alledged  againft  Mr.  Haftings,  that  he  adled  againft  his 
own  declared  and  recorded  opinions,  which  were,  that  the  very 
idea  of  prize  money  was  deftrudlion  to  the  army,  and  ou^t  to  be 
avoided  like  poifon.  Their  Lordfhips  would  find  this  alfo  a  charge 
not  amounting  to  a  crime ;  but  it  would  be  fair  to  ilate  to  them 
what  appeared  in  the  evidence,  and  what  carried  convi£Han  to  his 
mind,  that  the  cafe,  in  which  Mr.  Haftings  ufed  the  expreflicHi  al- 
luded to,  was  fo  exceedingly  different  from  that  of  Bidjygur,  as  to 
make  it  impoflible  to  charge  him  with  inconfiftcncy. 

It  was  an  hiftortcal  fad,  that  when  Coffim  Ally  Cawn  was 
driven  out  of  Bengal  by  the  Britifh  army  in  1763,  they  were  afling 
as  auxiliaries  to  Meer  Jaffier,  who  was  exceedingly  liberal,  in  hit 
promifes  to  the  Britifh  troops,  afTuring  them,  and  uiing,  mod  un- 
fortunately, a  figurative  cxprcflion,  after  the  manrnrr  of  the  Orienta- 
lifts,  that  when  they  had  totally  defeated  and  expelled  CofTim,  he 
would  fill  the  cartouch-box  of  every  fepoy  with  rupees.  This  pro- 
mife  never  was  performed  ;  and  the  army  was,  in  confequence  of 
the  non-performance,  in  a  moft  dangerous  ffate  of  mutiny  for  feven 
months,  until,  by  very  fpiritcd  exertions,  the  evil  was  quelled. 

In  the  year  1774,  the  Britifli  army  was  a£Hng  as  auxiliaries  to 
Sujoh  Dowlofer^  in  the  Rohilla  war.  The  Rohlj^as  were  defeated 
in  a  general  adion  on  the  23d  of  April ;  the  battle  was  entirely 
gained  by  the  Englifh,  who  marched  in  purfuit  tfirough  the  enemy's 
camp,  which  was  plundered  by  a  body  of  Sujah  Dowlah*s  horfe 
that  had  not  been  in  the  engagement.  This  naturally  occafioned 
feme  ill  humour  in  the  army,  and  in  the  progrefs  of  the  campaign 
fome  of  the  officers  claimed  a  right  to  take  what  fhould  be  found  in 
Peelabeet,  an  open  defencelefs  town.  On  an  application  on  the 
fubjcft  from  the  Commander  in  Chief  to  Mr.  Hidings,  that  gen- 
tleman gives  the  orders  which  are  quoted  in  evidence  by  the  Mana- 
gers, as  contradiding— which  they  certainly  do  not  in  the  fmalleft 
degree — the  fentiments  that  Mr.  Haftings  held  in  1 7  8 1 .  The  fub- 
ftance  is,  that  the  Britifh  army  was  adling  as  a  ftipendiary  army, 
in  a  fcrvice  by  which  the  flate  of  Bengal  was  to  receive  confiderable 
benefit;  that  under  no  circumftaiKcs  could  they  be  entitled  to  plun- 
der, except  in  a  fbrtrefs  or  camp  tak^n  by  ftorm  ;  that  Sujah  Dow- 
lab's  reafoning  was  unanfwerable.  How  could  he  difcharge  bit 
engagements  with  the  Company,  if  every  thing  in  the  Rohilla 
country  became  the  property  of  the  Britifh  army  ? 

At  Bidjygur  the  cafe  was  totally  diflTcrent ;  the  Company's  was 
the  principal,  not  the  auxiliary  force;  and  confequently  the  fame 
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rcafoning  ^ould  not  apply  in  the  fmalleft  degree.  Lord  Thurlow 
profcfl'cd  that  he  did  not  fee  fo  much  irregularity  in  the  mode  of 
proceeding  adopted  by  the  Officers.  ,  The  place  itfclf  mull  have 
fallen  in  a  very  few  days  ;  and,  to  avoid  the  dreadful  confequences 
of  a  Horm,  Pauna  was  induced  to  furrendcr  the  fort,  on  condition 
q{  receiving  1 5  per  cent,  on  the  amount  of  the  treafures  in  the 
fort;  dnd  Colonel  Popham  readily  granted  her  thofc  conditions. 
If,  under  fuch  circumftanccs,  the  fortiefs  was  not  to  be  deemed, 
>vith  refpeft  to  plunder,  a  fortrefs  taken  by  ftorm,  and  if  it  (hould 
be  a  prevalent  idea,  that  nothing  could  juftify  plunder,  but  the 
^(Sual  capture  of  a  fortrefs  by  ftorm,  he  was  much  afraid  that  no 
fortrefs  in  future  would  be  permitted  to  furrcnder.  On  all  grounds, 
Lord  Thurlow  faid,  it  w^s  moft  apparent,  that  Mr.  Haftings  was 
clearly  with  the  officers  in  the  qucftion  of  their  right  to  the  property 
found  in  Bidjygur  according  to  uhgc  \  and  the  only  point  in  difputc 
was,  whether  they  wcrejuftified  in  cxercifing  that  ri^ht  thefnfclves, 
under  the  two  paffages  in  the  private  letters  from  Mr.  Haftings  to 
Colonel  Popjiam. 

As  to  all  the  remaining  parts  of  this  charge,  he  imagined  thtir 
Lordlhips  would  all  be  of  opinion  that  thry  had  not  been  mzdc 
good.  It  muft  have  been  owing  to  carcleiTncfs  that  Mr.  Haftings 
was  criminally  ch.argcd  for  raifing  the  public  revenue  from  two  hun- 
dred and  tlurty  to  four  hundred  thoufand  pounds  a  year.  He  had 
already  faid,  that  that  additional  revenue  had  been  regularly  paid 
from  the  time  it  was  fettled  by  Mr.  Haftings  to  the  prcfent  day. 
The  Remaining  allegations  were  equally  unimportant,  in  his  mind ; 
but  he  would  lit  down  witliout  rnoving  any  qaeftion  until  he  heard 
fht  fentj  merits  of  other  noble  Lords  ;  for  he  was  ferioufly  anxious 
to  go  into  the  fuUeft  difcuffion  of  every  point  on  which  there  could 
be  the  flightcft  difference  of  opinion  amongft  their  Lordfhips. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  faid,  he  had  no  objeftion  to 
the  taking  the  whole  of  the  refidue  of  the  charge  on  one  queftion, 
bccaufc  undoubtedly  the  plunder  of  the  foldicry  on  the  taking  of  the 
fojrfpf  Bidjygur  \v'as  the  main  fafl  alledged  in  the  refidue  of  the 
pKarge;  but  he  could  not  help  diffiring  materiaUy  with  the  noble  ^ 
and  learned  Lord,  as  to  his  rcafoning  upon  that  feiSl,  and  all  rhp ' 
circumftanccs  of  tl\e  cafe.  He  would  put  wholly  out  of  the  queftion 
all  confidcration  of  the  fex  of  the  Rannee,  bccaufe,  though  argu- 
ments might  be  drawn  from  it,  calculated  to  add  to  the  colouring, 
and  heighten  and  aggravate  the  extent  of  the  charge,  they  were  rather 
to  be  regarded  ais  an  appeal  to  the  paffiops  of  their  Lordfhips  than 
Jo  their  judgment.  With  regard  to  the  law  of  plunder,  it  was  in 
jtfelf  an  indefinite  term  ;  he  concciyed  that  nothing  could  properly  ' 
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be  deemed  plunder  that  had  not  undergone  a  legnl  .adjudication. 
Nobody  would  coiend  that  an  army  might  fprcad  itfelf  over  a  coun- 
try and,  fcizc  upr  every  fpecies  of  property  it  met  with,  becaufe 
that  would  not  Oily  prove  a  total  want  of  difcipline,  but  tend  evi- 
dently to  the  rUA  of  the  army  itfclf.    A  foldier  fo  poffcfling  himfelf 
of  the  propcrr  jf  another,  would  not  only  in  the  eye  of  the  law  be 
individually  c^ponfible  to  the  owner,  but  would  be  guilty  of  a  cri- 
minal aft.    That,  however,  did  not  immediately  apply  to  the  con- 
duft  of  M*.  Haftings,  in  refpefl  to  the  charge  under  the  confider- 
ation  of  th  Committee,  upon  which,  fpeakingasajudgc,  he  could 
not  avoid  iaying,  he  was  impreffed  with  a  very  different  opinion 
from  tha'flatcd  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord. — He  thought  the 
condufirfMr.  Haflings,  throughout  the  tranfadlion,  highly  unjufti- 
fiablc ;  iid  he  refted  that  fcntimcnt  on  tlie  proof  afforded  by  the 
two  kUTs,  that  of  the  2  2d  of  Oftober,  and  that  of  November  the 
3d,  fom  which  die  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  drawn  conclufions 
fo  cxTcmely  favourable  to  Mr.  Haftings.     His  Lordfhip  read  the 
efleitial  part  of  the  letter  of  Oflober  22,   17811  as  follows :  "  I 
amdiis  inftant  favoured  with  yours  of  yefterday.    Mine  of  the  fame 
dat)  has  before  this  time  acquainted  you  with  my  refolutions  and 
feitimcnts  re^peding  the  Rannec  (the  mother  of  the  Rajah  Cheyt 
Sng).     I  think  every  demand  (he  has  made  to  you,  except  that  of 
lafcty  and  rcfpeiS  for  her  perfon,  is  unreafonable.     If  the  reports 
brought  to  me  are  true,  your  rejecting  her  offers,  or  any  ncgocia- 
tions  with  her,  would  f(X)n  obtain  you  poffcffion  of  the  fort  upon 
your  own  terms.     I  apprehend  that  (he  will  contrive  to  defraud  the 
captors  of  a  confiderablc  part  of  the  booty,  by  being  fuffered  to  de- 
part without  examination:  but  thi$  is  your  confttleratkny  and  not  mine. 
I  flwuld  be  very  forry  that  your  officers  and  foldiers  loft  any  part  of 
the  reward  to  which  they  are  fo  well  entitled  :  but  I  cannot  make 
any  objcdiions,  as  you  muft  be  the  beft  judge  of  the  expediency  of 
the  piomifed  indulgence  to  the  Rannce.     What  you  have  engaged 
for  I  will  certainly  ratify,"  &c.     His  Lordfhip  proceeded  to  com- 
ment, widi  great  pointcdncfs,  on  the  language  and  terms  of  this 
letter,  and  reprehended  cv^ry  one  of  the  ftrong  paffages,  efpecially 
that  in  which  Mr.  Haftings,  after  cxprcffmg  his  apprehenfions  of 
Ac  Rannec 's  contriving  '*  to  defraud  die  captors  of  a  confiderablc 
'  part  of  the  booty,  by  being  fuffered  to  retire  without  examination^" 
fays — ^' 6ut  this  is  your  confiderat ion,  and  not  mine  "     So  far  froni 
this  being  proper  language  and  advice  for  Mr.  Haftings  to  hold,  he 
contended,  that  it  was  a  grofs  neglect  and  omiftion  of  his  duty ;  and, 
coupled  with  the  next  fentencc— "  I  (liould  be  forry  that  your  officers 
^nd  fcldiers  Iboald  Ipfc  any  part  of  the  reward  t6  which  they  arc  (9 
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well  catitlcd/'  amounted  not  merely  to  a  licenc,  bur  held  out  an 
encouragement  to  plunder.  Having  emphatically -jcffcd  his  remarks 
on  thefe  parts  of  the  letter  of  October,  his  Lordfti^  adverted  to  that 
of  November,  and  obferved  upon  it  with  equai^cveiity  of  con- 
ftruflion.     The  letter  of  November  3,   17819  vas  as  follows: 
**  I  am  willing  to  grant  her  now  the  feme  conditions  to  which  I  at 
firft  confcnted  ;  provicjcd  that  (he  delivers  into  your  pcfcfiion,  within 
twenty-four  hours  from  the  time  of  receiving  your  m^ge,  the  fort 
of  Bidjygur,  with  the  treafure  and  effeSs  lodged  theicn  by  Chcyt 
Sing,  or  any  of  his  adherents,  with  the  referve  only,  asibove  men- 
tioned, of  fuch  articles  as  you  (hall  think  neceflary  t«  )er  fex  and 
condition ;  or  as  you  fhall  be  difpofed  of  yourfelf  to  induig*  her  with. 
If  fhe  complies,  as  I  cxped  (he  will,  it  will  be  your  pat  to  fecure 
the  fort,  and  the  property  it  contains,  for  the  benefit  of  yoirfclf  and 
detachment.     I  have  only  farther  to  requeft  that  you  wif. grant  an 
cfcort,  if  Pauna  (hould  require  it,  to  conduft  her  here,  or  vihcrevcr 
ihe  may  choofe  to  retire  to :  But  (hould  (he  refufe  to  execute  tie  pro- 
mi  fe  (he  has  made,  or  delay  it  beyond  the  term  of  t^'enty-fourhours, 
it  is  my  pofitive  injunflion,  that  you  immediately  put  a  flop  t)  any 
farther  intercourfc  or  ncgociation  with  her,  and  on  no  pretext  rnicw 
it.     If  fhe  diflippoints  or  trifles  with  me,  after  I  have  fubjefledmy 
Duan  to  the  difgrace  of  returning  inefiedipally,  and  of  courfe  myilf 
to  difcrcdit,  I  (hall  consider  it  as  a  wanton  affront  and  indignisf 
which  I  can  never  forgive ;  nor  will  I  grant  her  any  condition 
whatever,  but  leave  her  expofed  to  thofe  dangers  which  (he  has 
chofen  to  rifque,  rather  than  truft  to  the  clemency  and  gcnerofity  of 
our  Government.     I  think  (he  cannot  be  ignorant  of  thefe  confe- 
quences,  and  will  not  venture  to  incur  them  ;  and  it  is  for  this  rea- 
fon  I  place  a  dependence  on  her  offers,  and  have  confented  to  fend 
my  Duan  to  her.'*     His  Lordfhip  crntended  that  nothing  could  be 
more  tyrannical,  arbitrary,  and  opprcffivc,  than  the  ftyle  and  terms 
of  this  letter  ;  it  was  fuch  as  a  BritiQi  Governor  could  fcarcely  be 
warranted  in  having  written  on  almoft  any  occalion  that  could  poffi- 
blyhavc  occurred;  leaft  of  all  could  it,  in  his  mind,  bcjuflificd 
under  the  peculiar  circum fiances  of  the  cafe  in  queftion.     As  to  the 
fubfcquent  attempt  to  make  the  officers  and  foldiers  refund  the  plun- 
der which  they  had  been  thus  encouraged  to  take,  and  to  pay  it  on 
the  footing  of  a  loan,  his  Lordfhip  conceived  it  was  rather  to  be 
treated  as  matter  of  ridicule  than  of  ferious  argument.  Their  Lord- 
(hips  all  pretty  well  knew  how  difficult  it  was  to  get  any  body  to 
refund — cfixci.illy  a  viclorious  foldiery.   In  the  inftancc  inqueftion, 
what  had  bieen  the  anfwcrs  r — One  officer  faid,  "  I  fhould  have 
no  objecSlion  ;  but  you  niuft  afk  my  creditors. — I  was  in  debt,  and 
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I  have  applied  my  iliarc  of  t^  money  to  difchargc  my  debts."  An- 
odier  declared  "  he  never  hadScforc  an  opportunity  to  make  his  for- 
tune He  had  made  his  fortjumthen,  and  they  might  get  the  money 
from  him  if  they  could."  And  uch  were  the  fort  of  anfwers  given, 
and  the  only  fort  of  anfwers  thaiw^e  to  be  cxpefled  ;  confequcntly 
the  attempt  to  get  back  the  monr  failed  altogether.— With  regard 
to  other  parts  of  tlie  charge,  tnc  lord  Chancellor  faid,  he  had  dif- 
fered from  thc^noble  Lord  before,  and  he  ftill  retained  the  fenti- 
ments  he  had  ftatcd  on  that  fubjed  to  the  Committee ;  he  there- 
fore thought  the  conduft  of  Mr.  Hsftings,  as  allcdged  in  that  part 
of  the  firft  article,  did  amount  to  a  high  mifdemeanor,  and  h« 
fhould  give  his  vote  for  the  queftion,  "  That  the  Commons  had 
made  good  the  charges  contained  in  tht  refidue  of  the  firft  article." 

Lord  THURLOW,  in  reply,  faidj  that  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  had  miftaken  his  ftatement.  Thx  firft  letter  to  Major  Pop- 
ham  contained  an  opinion  as  to  the  beft  node  of  getting  poffeffion 
of  the  fort,  but  pofitively  rcfufing  to  allov  Pauna  to  execute  inde- 
pendent authority  in  the  Zcmindary  of  Beaares*  The  fecond  oon- 
tained  an  unqualified  affent  to  all  the  propcfitions  made  by  Pauna, 
on  the  furrcnder  of  the  fort.  It  was  abfolutsly  impofflble  that  Mr, 
Haftings  could  be  fuppofed  to  intend  either  to  excite  the  army  to  ra- 
pine or  outrage,  by  any  fentiments  contained  in  thofe  Icttcrs- 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  again  rofe,  and  faid  he  hid  no 
objedion  to  the  learned  Lord's  putting  all  that  remained  of  this  arti- 
cle into  one  queftion. 

Lord  THURLOW  then  moved,  that  the  Commons  had  made 
good  the  ten  remaining  allegations  in  the  firft  article ;  which  was 
negatived :  And  having  gone  completely  through  the  article,  Lord 
Walfir^ham>  as  Chairman,  reported  progrcfe,  and  the  Committee 
was  appointed  to  fit  again  on  Monday  the  1 6th  inftant. 

Saturday,   1 4/^  March. 

The  Wine-duty  bill,  the  bill  for  granting  an  additional  duty  on 
foreign  and  home  fpirits,  the  bill  for  granting  ditto  on  tea,  coffee, 
and  cocoa  nuts,  the  bill  for  raifing  i8,ooo,o6ol.  ftcrling  on  an- 
nuides,  the  Dutch  Letter  bill,  &c.  were  read  a  third  time,  arid 
paffed* 

Monday f   16/A  March. 

The  Royal  aflfent  was  given  by  commiflion  to  the  bills  hipofing 
addidcxial  duties  on  wineS|  and  on  foreign  and  Britifb  fpiriis,  and 
aboat  ten  other  bills. 
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Thq  Commiflioncrs  were,  the  Arhbiihop  of  York,  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  and  the  Earl  of  Mansfied. 

When  the  order  of  the  .day  for  f)ing  into  a  Committee  on  the 
impeachment  of  Warren  Hafiings,  Efq.  was  read, 

The  Duke  of  NORFOLK  rof,  and  faid,  that  previous  to  the 
Houfe  going  into  the  Committee,  i^c  wi(hcd  to  notice  the  proceed- 
ings that  had  already  taken  place  his  Grace  in  fome  meafurc  ccn- 
furcd  the  mode  that  had  been  adapted  of  putting  the  queflion  upon 
ev^r)''  individual  article  of  each  tharge,  and  dividing  upon  it :  The 
decifion  thus  given,  went  abroad  as  the  verdiil  of  the  Houfe  upon 
the  charge  thus  difcuffcd ;  bit  his  Grace  thought,  that  the  Peers 
fhould  each  in  their  individua' capacity,  as  judges  in  this  trial,  give 
their  verdiA  of  Guilty  or  No*  Guilty,  upon  each  change  of  the  im* 
pcachmcnt  as  prcfcntcd  at  tkir  bar  by  the  Commons  of  England. 
Therefore,  as  he  undcri^oc>dthat  the  firft  charge  had  alrendy  received 
that  deliberation  and  deci&n  in  the  Committee  to  which  he  alluded, 
and  that  the  Committee  vere  now  going  to  the  confideration  of  the 
fecond  charge  of  the  impeachment,  he  thought  it  proper  to  fu^eft 
the  above  mode  of  dccifxm,  and  made,  a  motion  to  that  cfFccV. 

This  being  objcdlea  to  by  Lord  Thurlow,  and  his  reafons  for 
objcdirig  to  it  dated,  the  Duke  withdrew  his  motion,  and  then 
moved)  "  That  the  Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe  be  dircftcd  to 
report  to  tlie  Houfe  their  proceedings  upon  the  firft  article  of  the 
impeachment  againft  Warren  Haftings,  Efq." 

Lor^  THURLOW  in  reply  faid,  that  if  the  noble  Duke  had 
been  prefcnt  at  tlie  commencement  of  the  confideration  of  the  mode 
of  proceeding  pirper  for  the  Houfe  to  adopt,  as  well  for  its  own 
convenience  as  for  the  better  focuring  the  ends  of  fubftantial  juftice, 
he  would  have  Ixeard  the  mode  of  proceeding  fit  to  be  adopted,  de- 
liberated up^n  with  great  coolnefs  and  temper,  and  known  that  the 
refult  had  been  a  determination,  that  a  Committee  fhould  take  the 
feveral  charges  feparately  into  their  confideration,  and  come  to  dc- 
cifions  on  fuch  quefiions  as  they  (hould  deem  proper  and  applicable, 
and  that  the  Houfe  (hould  afterwards  have  a  free  and  full  opportu- 
nity of  difcufling  the  whole  of  their  refolutions,  and  the  grounds  on 
which  they  rtood,  previous  to  their  proceeding  to  Weftminfter  Hall 
to  pafs  judgment.  With  regard  to  himOslf,  his  Lordfhip  faid,  he 
had  been  perfectly  indiflferent,  what  the  mode  of  proceeding  fliould 
be ;  but  a  Committee  having  been  appointed,  in  the  manner  that  he 
had  ftacd;  he  thought  their  Lordftiips  had  better,  for  the  prefcnt, 
Jeave  ne  bufinefs  in  the  hands  of  that  Committee.  His  Lordlhip 
fpokcof  the  abfolute  neceffity  of  thofe  who  were  to  give  a  verdid  on 
^iriy  diargc  of  a  cjiminal  nature,  'previgufly  to  coafult  together,  for 
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die  purpofe  of  forming  that  verdidl :  And  AIIl  more  neceflary  was 
it,  where  there  was  a  great  number  of  judges  to  give  a  vcrdidt  upon 
chaiges  fo  multifarious  as  thofe,  which  were  lo  be  found  in  the  arti- 
cles of  the  impeachment.  He  put  the  cafe  of  a  man  indidted  for 
perjur}'  and  forgery  in  one  indiflment,  and  afked  if  fomeconfulta- 
tion  was  not  abfolutcly  neceflary  on  the  part  of  thofe  who  were  to 
give  the  verdidt,  previous  to  their  going  into  Court  to  deliver  it  ? 

It  would,  he  faid,  be  i'mp(  ffible  for  the  Houfc  to  determine  on 
die  mode  propofcd  by  the  noble  Duke  at  prefent,  becaufe  the  Houfe, 
was  not  in  j^ifleflion  of  the  particulars  that  had  tranfpired  in  the 
Committee  ;  a  great  deal  of  light  had  there  been  thrown  upon  the 
fubjed :  *But  till  a  report  from  the  Committee  was  made  to  the  Houfe, 
it  would  be  prefumptuous  to  give  a  verdift  ;  he  agreed,  however, 
that  when  the  charges  had  been  gone  through  in  the  Committee  and 
the  report  made,  then  the  mode,  as  propofed  by  the  noble  Duke, 
was  the  moft  proper  to  purfue. 

The  Duke  of  NORFOLK  faid,  he  was  by  no  means  convinced 
by  what  had  fallen  from  the  noble  and  learned  Lord.  He  admitted 
that  a  previous  confultation  among  thofe  who  were  to  deliver  a  ver- 
dict, was  in  almoft  all  cafes  neceflary,  but  he  thought  his  motion 
would  tend  to  render  the  proceedings  more  clear  and  perfpicuous. 
The  Duke  faid,  that  what  he  meant  to  imprefs  upon  the  Houfe  a» 
his  opinion  was,  that  they  fliould  give  their  verdift  upon  the  different 
charges  in  the  fame  manner  as  if  they  attached  to  diflTercnt  and  dif- 
tinS  pcrfons,  and  for  that  reafon  he  had  made  his  morion ;  but  upon 
the  obfervation  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  he  now  found  that 
it  would  have  been  more  confiftcnt  with  the  forms  of  debate  to  have 
let  the  Houfc  go  into  a  Committee,  and  then  have  moved  that  the 
Chairman  report  progrcfs  ;  however,  as  it  was  undcrllood  that  the 
Committee  were  to  go  into  tlie  fecond  charge  of  tlie  impeachment, 
and  he  wiflicd  the  Houfe  to  difcufs  the  firft,  he  truited  that  the  fcem- 
ing  irregularity  of  his  moving  for  the  report  now  would  not  be  deemed 
irrelevant.     His  Grace  perfifted  in  his  motion. 

Lord  THURLOW  faid,  that  this  motion  went  to  difcharge  the 
Committee,  and  take  the  bufinefs  out  of  their  hands. 

The  qiieftion  was  put,  and  the  Not -contents  had  it. 

The  Houfe  then  fefolved  itfelf  into  a  Committee,  Lord  Wal- 
fing^am  in  the  Chair ;  when 

Lord  THURLOW  addrefled  their  Lordfliips  on  the  matter 
contained  in  the  fecond  article.  He  faid,  that  he  (hould  wait  until 
be  heard  the  fentiments  of  other  noble  Lords,  before  he  propofed  to 
put  only  a  fingle  queflion  upon  this  article,  which,  in  his  own  opi- 
nion, would  be  fufficient.     If  any  Lords  (hould  deflre  to  divide  it 

Vol.  XLIL  .     F  f 


ai8  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1795. 

into  parts,  he  would  propofe  as  many  fqparate  queftions  as  diere 
(hould  appear  to  be  doubts  as  to  the  innocence  of  Mr.  Haffings. 
Jn  his  view  of  the  fubjeft^  dicre  were  but  three  points  to  be  confi- 
dered  in  this  article : — The  propriety  of  Mr.  Haftings's  condud, 
firft  in  aflfenting  to  the  Nabob's  proportion  for  rcfuming  the  Jag^ires^ 
and  afterwards,  for  ufing  a  degree  of  compullion  to  induce  him  to 
adopt  that  falutary  meafure :  Secondly,  his  confcnt  to  the  refump* 
tion  of  the  treafures  of  his  mother :  And  thirdly,  his  difobedicncc 
of  (what  the  charge  calls)  the  orders  of  the  DireSors,  in  hot  making 
a  full  inquiry  into  die  fad  of  the  Begums'  rebellion.  Thefe  were 
the  three  points,  according  to  his  idea,  on  which  the  charge  turned, 
in  fo  far  as  diere  was  any  evidence  produced  that  afFcQcd  Mr.  Haft- 
ings.  The  fuppofed  treaty  with  the  elder  Begum  he  iliould  pafs 
over,l)ecaufc  it  was  clear  from  the  evidence,  that  neither  the  Board 
nor  Mr.  Haftings  had  authorifcd  Mr.  Middleton  to  conclude  any 
treaty  with  her.  The  liardlhips  and  diftrcffcs  which  had  been  t^icc 
fuftaincd  by  the  women  in  the  Khord  Mohul,  he  fhould  alfo  pafs 
over ;  fince  it  was  perfe<Sly  clear  to  him  from  the  evidence,  that 
when  the  humanity  of  an  Engliih  officer  induced  him  to  relieve  them, 
the  Nabob  wrote  a  very  angry  letter  to  him,  for  prefuming  to  in- 
terfere in  the  manner  he  did.  He  (hould  alfo  pafs  over  the  allega- 
tion of  the  horrid  and  cruel  methods  pradlifed  to  compel  the  eunuchs 
to  difcover  the  treafures  of  the  Begum. 

There  was  no  proof  that  any  fuch  means  had  been  made  ufe  of  ; 
but  here  again,  Mr.  Haftings  neither  authorifed  nor  advifed  horrid 
or  cruel  means — His  orders  ^^xrG  direft,  clear,  and  pofitive  :  Firft, 
that  thff  fervice  (hould  be  profecuted  until  the  Begum  and  her  fervants 
were  at  the  entire  mercy  of  the  Nabob,  and  their  wealth  fecurcd 
from  private  embezzlement ;  and  next,  it  was  his  ftrenuous  advice 
to  the  Nabob,  that  thecondudt  of  the  Begum's  eunuchs,  at  the  time 
of  the  rebellion,  (hould  be  fully  inveftigated  ;  and  that,  if  on  fuch 
inveftigation  they  (hould  be  found  guilty,  the  Nabob  would  punifti 
them  exemplarily,  as  an  example  to  others.  Their  Lordfhips  knew 
from  the  evidence,  that  this  advice  was  not  followed,  nor  his  orders 
obeyed.  The  eunuchs  were  pardoned  on  the  condition  of  paying  a 
certain  fum  from  the  Begum's  trcafury,  and  it  was  for  a  deficiency 
in  performing  their  agreement,  that  they  were  confined  from  Febru- 
ary to  Oflober  1782,  a  (hort  part  of  the  time  in  very  flight  irons ; 
but  the  place  of  their  confinement  was  a  palace,  and  they  had  its 
gardens  to  range  in.  Even  of  this  flight  confinement  it  was*  in  evi- 
dence alfo  that  Mr.  Haftings  was  ignorant,  and  eonfequently  the 
propriety  of  his  conduA  turned  only  on  the  three  points  which  he 
had  already  mentioned  to  their  Lordfliipsr 
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Before  he  conHdercd  thefe  three  tranfadlions,  his  Lordflup  faid, 
he  would  mention  the  point  of  view  in  which  the  charge  flruck* 
him,  which,  though  unneceffary  for  him  to  ftatc  to  fatisfy  his  own 
confcience  in  the  vote  which  he  (hould  give,  did,  he  conceived, 
require  very  fcrious  confidcration  from  any  noble  Lord,  if  there 
was  one,  who  thought  that  the  Commons  had  made  good  any  one 
point  in  this  article. 

A  noble  and  learned  Lord  (Loughborough,)  in  the  difcuflion  of 
the  Benares  article,  had  fald,  that  the  managers  for  the  Commons 
had  weakened  their  caufe  very  much,  by  their  attempts  to  prove 
that  Chcyt  Sing  was  an  independent  Prince.  Had  they  fuccceded, 
the  cafe,  in  the  noble  and  learned  Lord's  opinion,  would  have  been 
very  different,  becaufe  the  diftindlion  between  doing  an  aft  of  in- 
juftice  to  ydur  own  fubje<9s,  and  to  an  independent  Sovereign,  or 
the  fubjedls  of  an  independent  Sovereign,  was  very  material  indeed. 
Lord  Thurlow  faid,  that  he  fully  concurred  with  the  noble  a^id 
learned  Lord,  and  he  defired  him  to  take  the  difHnftion  in  the  pre- 
fcnt  cafe.  The  Commons,  it  is  true,  had  affirmed  in  their  arti- 
cles, that  the  condudl  obferved  towards  Cheyt  Sing  and  the  Begums, 
had  involved  the  Britifli  name  and  charadler  in  unfpeakable  diflio- 
nour  and  difgrace  in  the  eyes  of  all  Ada.  It  had  been  fully  proved, 
and  the  laft  evidence  to  the  point  was  the  Marquis  Comwallis,  that 
if  Aich  confequenccs  did  follow  from  thefe  adls,  nobody  ever  heard 
of  them  ;  and  he  could  have  no  helitation  in  faying,  that  the  allega- 
tion was  unfounded.  The  qucftion  then  would  be,  whether  the 
Miniftcr  of  one  ftate,  procuring  either  by  management  or  compul- 
fion,  a  meafure  to  be  done,  which  was  highly  advantageous  to  his 
own  flatc,  could  be  amenable  for  the  aft,  becaufe  it  involved  in  it 
a  degree  of  injuftice  to  the  fubjcfts  of  another  ftate  ?  That  was  the 
qucftion ;  for  whatever  degree  of  influence  Mr.  Haftings  might 
poiTefs  over  the  Nabob  of  Oudc,  flill  he  was  oftcnfibly  an  indepen- 
dent Sovereign,  and  it  was  by  mtmagcment  alone,  not  by  force, 
thnt  we  acquired  and  retained  our  influence  over  him — an  influence 
which  began  in  1775,  and  continued  to  this  day  precifely  the  fame ; 
as  he  (hould  have  occafion  to  (hew  to  tiieir  Lordfhips  in  thd  detail 
wliich  he  would  now  proceed  to  lay  before  them  ;  for,  as  the  detail 
advaiKcd,  he  thought  it  would  clear  up  every  circumftance  relative 
to  Mr.  Haftings.  In  the  month  of  January  1775,  Sujah  Dowlah 
died,  a  Prince  formed  for  the  government  of  a  great  empire :  He 
nominated,  in  his  laft  illnefs,  his  only  legitimate  fon,  Afoph  ul 
Dowlah,  to  the  fucceflion.  This  young  Prince,  independent  of 
his  wanting  all  the  qualifications  th^t  diftinguifhed  his  father's  cha- 
ncer, fuccceded  under  terms  that  will  well  account  for  all  his  fub- 
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fequent  misfortunes.  His  father  had  recently  added  the  country  of 
Rohilcund,  the  Dowah,  Corah,  Currah,  and  Allahabad,  to  his 
dominions.  A  large  force  was  ncceffary  to  fccure  acquifitions  fo 
recently  attained.  The  army  was  very  confiderably  in  arrears,  the 
CXSL&.  amount  of  tbofe  arrears  does  not  appear  in  evidence,  and  four 
hundred  and  eighty  thouflmd  pounds  were  due  to  the  Eaft- India 
Company.  The  trcafury  contained  money  enough  to  extricate  the 
Nabob  from  his  difficulties,  amounting  by  common  report  to  more 
than*  four  millions  ftcrling,  but  fuppofed  by  Mr.  Briflow,  on  good 
information,  to  amount  at  Icaft  to  two  millions  fterling.  This 
treafure,  unhappily  for  the  Nabob,  was  in  the  Zenana  of  the  palace 
,  of  Fyzabad,  and  under  the  charge  of  the  Nabob's  mother,  who  had 
officiated  as  the  treafurcr  of  Sujah  Dowlah  prior  to  his  dcceafc. 

The  charge  calls  thefc  trcafures  valuable  moveables,  of  which, 
as  it  affirms,  the  Ecgums  were  poffcffed,  in  order  to  cnabU  rhcm  to 
maintain  their  own  rank  and  dignity,  as  well  as  for  the  mairRnance 
of  their  numerous  family  and  dependents. 

But  the  evidence  fully  proves,  that  they  were  the  public  rrtafurcs 
of  the  State,  amafllV,  as  the  Begum's,  eunuch  .conicficd  ^o  Mr. 
Briftow,  to  provide  r^.nnft  an  emergency ;  and  conftqucmly,  in 
point  of  juftice,  bcfoic  the  Begum  could  clnim  her  eighth  of  thoTe 
treafures,  the  debt  of  the  Company,  and  the  fums  due  to  Sujah 
Dowlah's  army  at  his  deccafe,  ought  to  have  been  paid  from  them. 
It  is  impoffiblc  to  review,  faid  Lord  Thurlow,  the  fcene  that 
followed  without  wonder,  r.nd  even  indignation. 

The  Nabob,  weak  and  ill  advifed,  addifted  to  thofe  vices  the 
moft  bafc  and  degrading  to  the  human  charadtcr,  converted  the 
companions  of  liis  miferable  pleafures  and  debaucheries  into  Mini- 
ftcrs  of  State.  His  mother,  as  he  told  ColoncJ  Galliez,  foon  after 
his  acceffion,  was  his  bitter  enemy  ;  and  it  appears  by  a  fubfequent 
letter  from  her,  that  there  had  been  great  differences  between  them. 
He  continued  in  this  (late  of  dilhrcfs  from  his  acceffion  in  January 
1775,  until  the  month  of  May,  when  it  w^s  rather  incrcafed  than 
diminifhed.  But  it  is  now  material  to  confider  the  condu<ft  purfucd 
by  the  Britifli  Government,  and  that  may  be  done  in  a  very  few 
words — On  the  death  of  Sujah  Dowlah,  the  Council  acknowledged 
his  fon  as  Nabob  of  Oude,  but  determined;  againft  the  opinion  of 
Mr.  Haffings,  that  the  treaties  fubfifting  between  the  States  of 
Bengal  and  Oude  expired  by  the  death  of  Sujah  Dowlah.  They 
next  determine  to  conclude  a  new  treaty,  and  to  dictate  the  terms 
of  it.  Your  Lordfhips  will  remember,  that  at  this  time  there  was 
an  Englifti  regiment,  a  company  of  artillery,  and  fix  battalions  of 
Sepoys  in  Oude,  not  making  more  than  five  thoufand  men ;  but 
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fuch  is  the  reputation  of  the  Englifh  arms  in  Hindoftan,  that  merely 
to  purchafc  the  continuance  of  this  force  in  Oude,  the  Nabob,  in 
May,  1775,  confcntcd  to  pay  a  monthly  fublidy  of  two  lacks  and 
fixty  thoufand  rupees,  inftead  of  two  lacks  and  ten  thoufand,  which 
he  had  paid  before,  and  to  cede  to  tlie  Englifli  for  ever  the  rich  pro* 
vinccs  of  Benares  and  Ghazipore. 

Your  Lordlhips  arc  now  got  to  May  1775:  The  diminution  of 
the  Nabob's  means,  and  the  increafe  of  his  expenccs,  kept  pace 
with  each  other.  He  had  obtained  on  loan  from  his  mother,  about 
twcniy-tix  lacks  of  rupees,  for  which  he  had  given  in  jaghire,  four 
times  the  value.  In  Odlober  1775,  when  he  was  very  much 
prefled  for  money,  both  by  the  Company  and  by  his  army,  be 
commenced  a  negociation  with  his  mother,  through  Mr.  Briftow, 
of  which  the  Governor  General  and  Council  heard  not  a  word,  un* 
til  they  heard  of  its  conclufion :  An  agreement  was  entered  into  by  , 
the  Nabob  with  the  Begum,  the  terms  of  which  were,  that  having 
already  received  twenty -fix  lacks,  and  being  then  to  receive  thirty 
lacks  on  account  of  his  patrimony  y  he  gave  the  Begum  a  full  acquittal 
as  to  all  the  reft,  and  fecured  her  jaghires  to  her,  without  interfe- 
rence, for  life.  Mr.  Briftow  was  the  guarantee  to  this  treaty  on 
the  part  of  the  Company.  The  impolicy  of  the  agreement  was 
moft  apparent ;  but  the  Governor  General  and  Council  approve 
cd  it,  becaufe,  as  they  informed  the  Dircd^ors,  the  urgency  of  the 
cafe  required  it.  The  queftion  now  to  confidcr  will  be,  how  Mr, 
Haftings  adled  in  fupport  of  this  guarantee,  however  it  might  have 
been  obtained,  or  however  impolitic  was  the  mcafure  itfelf.  It  apr 
pears  from  all  the  evidence,  that  between  the  year  1775*  when  it 
was  granted,  and  the  year  1781,  when  it  was  withdrawn,  Mr, 
Haftings  moft  punrlually  obferved  it,  and  fccmed  to  decide  on  all 
difputed  points  more  in  the  Begum's  favour  than  fhc  really  dc- 
ferved. 

The  firft  application  made  to  the  Board  in  Calcutta,  fubfequent  to 
the  guarantee,  came,  as  your  Lordftiips  will  rccoUcft,  from  the 
Begum  herfelf,  in  December  1775.  In  the  letter,  which  is  a 
very  long  and  a  very  curious  one,  (he  highly  blames  the  meafures 
of  her  fon :  She  dcfires  Mr.  Haftings  to  caufe  Elige  Cawn  to  be  ap* 
pointed  the  Minifter,  and  to  caufe  the  Nabob  to  difmifs  Murteza 
Cawn,  who  was  at  that  time  the  Minifter ;  and  then  (he  adds, 
"  I  will  caufe  the  revenues,  andtheduestotheEnglUh  Chiefs,  to 
be  paid."  The  Board  are  (hruck  with  the  ftyle  of  the  letter ;  and 
Mr.  Francis  fays,  that  it  feems  very  extraordinary  that  this  lady 
(bould  prefume  to  talk  of  governing  kingdoms  and  appointing  Mi* 
pifteis.     He  adds^  that  fuch  language  is  fingular  in  a  country  where 
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women  arc  not  allowed  a  free  agency  in  the  moft  trifling  domcflic 
circumftanccs.  Mr.  Francis  conceived  the  letter  not  to  be  of  her 
writing,  but  of  one  of  her  eunuchs,  probably  of  the  pcrfon.  who 
ftrought  it  to  Calcutta.  The  difpute  •  between  the  Nabob  and  the 
Begum  related  to  the  payment  of  the  thirty  lacks  ;  ihe  offered  to 
liquidate  eleven  lacks  of  the  demand,  by  giving  horfe»,  elephants, 
cornels,  artillcr}',  arnr*s,  and  ammuiMtion ;  and  the  Nabob  vcn' 
naturally  aflced  what  claim  (lie  could  ipake  to  mufquets  and  guns? 

The  fadl  is  of  confcquence,  as  in  the  courfc  of  the  corrcfpondcncc 
your  Lordfliips  will  fee  thcfpirit  which  aifluated  this  lady :  In  one 
of  her  letters  to  Mr.  Briflow  (he  fays,  **  You  were  a  party  to  the 
agreement — let  me  have  my  money  back ;  do  you  remain  neuter, 
and  then  let  Afoph  ul  Dowlah  and  his  Minidcr,  in  any  manner 
they  can,  take  the  money  from  mc :  By  the  bldTmg  of  God  they 
will  then  fee  the  confequences. "  In  a  letter  fiom  Mr.  Briftow  to 
the  Beard,  he  fays,  the  Begum,  while  (he  complains  of  the  Nabob 
and  his  Minifter,  forgets  the  improper  condud  of  her  own  fer\^ants, 
who  preferve  a  total  independence  of  the  Nabob's  authority,  rcfufc 
obedience  to  his  perwannahs,  and  beat  the  officer^  of  his  governr 
mcnt.  In  a  letter  to  the  Begum,  fix  months  after  the  guarantee, 
Mr.  Briltow  tells  her,  that  the  Nabob  propofes  ope  method  which 
will  cut  off  all  future  difputcs :  It  is,  that  (he  gives  up  her  jaghirrs, 
and  receives  the  value  in  money  ;  for,  as  his  Excellency  obfiprvts, 
'two  rulers  arc  too  much  fur  one  country. 

In  fpcaking  of  the  Bcf  urn  as  adding  with  this  degree  of  violence, 
I  do  not  mean  to  fay  (lie  (liould  be  made  penally  rcfponfiblc.  I 
think  there  is  a  great  deal  of  good  fcnfc  and  juftice  in  a  remark  of 
one  of  the  Managers,  that  a  woman  in  India  of  high  rank,  is  not 
only  immured,  but  enfhrined  in  the  Zenana.  I  think  too,  that 
any  perfonal  indignity  offered  to  a  woman  of  high  rank,  muft  very 
much  (hock  the  jicople  of  India  :  But  if,  by  fomc  ftrange  impolicy, 
fuch  as  happened  in  the  inftancc  before  your  Lordfhips,  immcnfc 
landed  property,  and  a  military  force  to  protcd  it,  are  granted  to  a 
lady  of  high  rank,  her  agents  muft  be  ftri<Sly  refponfible  for  all  the 
aSs  done  in  her  name ;  and  therefore,  in  fpcaking  of  the  Begum's 
concern  in  the  rebellion,  I  do  not  mean  to  fay  that  (he  could  be 
made  rcfponfiblc,  farther  than  by  depriving  her  of  treafures  of  which 
(he  could  not  poflTibly  make  any  ufc,  and  which  her  agents  had 
often  employed  for  the  deftrudion  both  of  her  fon's  and  the  Britilh 
Government. 

Your  Lordihips  have  doubtlefs  obfcrved  by  the  evidtocc,  which 
contains  the  fcrics  of  letters  that  paffed  from  i775toi78i,  between 
the  Board  and  the  refidcnts  at  Oude,  and  from  which  a  vciy  car- 
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rt&  hiftory  can  be  formed  of  the  ftatc  of  the  country,  that  whether 
Mr.  Haftings  was  in  a  majority,  or  in  a  minority  ;  whetheyr  Mr. 
Briitow,  Mr.  Middlcton,  or  Mr.  Purling,  was' the  refident  j  the 
fpecies  of  influence  employed  over  the  Nabob,  his  diftrefles,  and 
the  confufed  ftate  of  the  country,  were  prccifcly  the  fame.  Himfelf, 
I  am  fony  to  fay  it,  a  flavc  to  thofc  abominable  vices  which  debafe 
and  difgrace  the  man,  was  governed  by  his  favourites.  When 
Mr.  Haftings,  in  1777,  ftrongly  remonftrated  to  him  on  the  impo- 
licy of  his  conduiSt,  aad  earnefUy  advifed  him  to  difmifs  from  his 
prcfcnce  the  unworthy  charafters  that  furrounded  him  ;  what  did  he 
fay  to  enforce  this  advice  ?  The  Englifti,  if  you  do  not  follow  it, 
muft  break  off  their  connexion  with  you  altogether.  I  beg  your 
Lordftiips  will  bear  this  in  your  minds.  The  Nabob  thanks  Mr. 
Haftings  for  his  advice,  promifes  to  attend  to  it,  and  in  that  letter 
tells  him  he  has  appointed  the  Minifters  recommended  by  Mr.  Mid- 
dleton :  Thcfe  were  Huflcin  Reza  Cawn,  and  Hyder  Beg  Khan. 
Mr.  BriAow  and  Mr.  Middlcton  both  ftatc  that  the  Nabob  diffipated 
immenfe  fums  of  money  amongft  his  favourites ;  and,  provided  he 
got  all  die  money  he  wanted,  he  -was  indifferent  as  to  the  ftate  of 
his  dominions.  Lord  Cornwallis  gives  precifely  the  fame  charadler 
of  the  fame  Prince,  thirteen  years  after  the  period  of  which  I  am 
now  fpeaking,  and  he  ufcs  thefe  pointed  expreffions :  "  The  dif- 
oidcrs  which  have  prevailed  in  Oudc  arc  to  be  traced  in  the  cha- 
rafler  of  its  Prince."  But,  my  Lords,  to  bring  the  hiftory  down  to 
the  period  of  1 78 1,  when  it  more  particularly  applies  to  Mr.  Haft- 
ings: Your  Lordftiips  fee  by  the  evidence,  that  in  the  month  of 
September  1781,  Mr.  Haftings  met .  the  Nabob  at  Chunar,  and 
concluded  that  engagement,  which  is  known  by  the  name  of  the 
treaty  of  Chunar.  It  confifted  of  four  articles,  propofed  by  the 
Nabob,  and  agreed  to  by  Mr.  Haftings  without  addition  or  dimi- 
nation.  The  article  which  applies  to  this  charge  is,  that  the  Na- 
bob  ftwuld  be  permitted  to  refumc  fuch  jaghires  in  his  dominions  as^ 
he  thought  proper ;  but  engaging  at  the  fame  time  to  pay  the  amount 
of  fuch  jaghires  as  had  been  guaranteed  by  the  Company,  in  ready 
money  to  the  Englifti  refident.  The  Nabob,  as  appears  fmm  the 
evidence,  pofitively  declared  his  determination  t9  adopt  this  falutary 
meafure  of  the  reftimption  as  foon  as  he  retured  to  Lucknow  ;  and 
your  Lordtfiips  will  pbfcrve  by  the  evidence,  that  the  revenue  of  the 
Jaghiredars  and  Tuncadars  amounted  to  more  than  fifty-fix  lacks 
of  rupees  a  year,  in  a  country  where  every  perfon  of  thcfe  defcrip- 
tions  exercifed  military  power ;  you  need  not  therefore  be  told,  that 
nothing  could  be  more  mifchievous  to  the  peace  of  .the  country  than 
fuch  an  cftabliftiment.     I  will  fuppofe  for  a  moment  that  the  Be- 
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gums  had  (hewn  no  iigns  of  difaiFedtion ;  I  ihould  think,  in  fuch  a 
cafe,  that  the  refumption  of  their  jaghires,  receiving  a  proper  equi- 
valent, would  have  been  no  breach  of  the  agreement.  The  fub- 
jefts  of  the  frecft  country  in  the  world  are  obliged,  on  all  public 
occafions,  to  dif^xifc  of  their  property  for  an  equivalent,  when  the 
public  good  requires  fuch  a  facrifice;  and,  in  this  cafe,  the  experi- 
ence of  many  years  had  proved  the  neceflity  of  the  meafure:  But 
with  the  information  which  Mr.  Hadings  had  received  of  the  re- 
bellious conduct  of  the  Begums,  it  would  have  been  highly  impoli- 
tic to  have  left  them  poflefled  of  great  landed  property,  and  a  large 
military  force.  The  circumftance  on  which  the  Managers  have  laid 
the  greateft  ftrefs  is  this,  that  though,  by  the  article  in  the  Chunar 
treaty,  to  which  I  have  alluded,  the  Nabob  was  to  n&  as  he  pleafed 
as  to  the  refumption^  Mr.  Haflings  compelled  him  ultimately  tore*- 
fume  all  the  jaghires  ;  and  the  fame  obfervation  was  alfo  made  as  to 
the  feizure  of  the  treafures ;  for,  altliough  the  firfl:  propofition  came 
from  the  Nabob,  he  was  induced  at  lad,  as  Mr.  Haflings  fays,  to 
ad  with  an  almod  unconquerable  rcluflance  ;  an  expreilion  taken 
from  a  letter  of  inftrudions,  written  by  Mr.  Haftings  to  Major 
Palmer,  in  which  that  officer  is  diredled  to  inquire  particularly  into 
the  caufe  of  fo  Angular  a  circumftance.  I  have  been  told,  fays 
Mr.  Haftings  in  thofe  inftru<£lions,  that  the  Nabob  was  at  laft  com- 
pelled to  yield  with  an  aJmoft  unconquerable  reludlance  to  the  adop- 
tion of  thofe  meafures,  which  he  had  himfclf  moft  eameftly  urged 
me  to  agree  to  his  carrying  into  efFcdl. 

By  another  article  in  tlic  Chunar  treaty,  the  Britifti  officers,  who 
from  time  to  time  had  been  appointed  at  the  Nabob's  defire  to 
command  corps  in  Oude,  were  to  be  withdrawn,  and  the  defence 
of  Oude  to  be  left  to  one  brigade  only.  The  Englifti  gentlemen, 
fettled  at  Lucknow  in  various  public  offices,  were  alfo  to  be  with- 
drawn, and  only  the  rcfident*seftabli(hment  to  remain.  The  Na- 
bob, on  his  part,  confcntcd  to  fcparatc  his  public  from  his  private 
expences — to  fix  the  amount  of  the  latter — to  reform  his  army— 
to  cntruft  his  public  trcafury  to  his  Minifter  under  the  infpedion  of 
the  Britiih  refident — and  he  was  alfo  prevailed  upon  to  agree  to 
other  falutary  regulations,  which  were  framed  with  the  intention 
of  introducing  order  into  his  government;  and  by  which  the  be- 
nefit rcfulting  to  the  Bengal  Government  would  be  as  fpeedy  a  li- 
quidation of  the  then  exifting  debt  as  poffible,  and  the  prevention 
of  any  arrear  in  his  future  payments.  The  Nabob,  as  appears 
from  the  evidence,  left  Chunar  on  the  1 9th  of  September.  That 
and  the  following  month  pa  (fed  over,  but  no  meafures  were  taken  on 
the  part  gf  the  Nabob,  either  to  put  his  government  in  order,  or  to 
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refumt  the  ja^ires ;  though  Mr,  Haftings  iflued  orders  for  ths  recal 
of  the  temporary  brigade,  and  dircdled  all  the  gentlemen  who,  from 
time  to  time,  had  been  appointed  to  Lucknow,  to  quit  it,  with  the 
exception  of  the  rcficjent's  office.     It  does  not  clearly  appear  at 
what  time^  a  propofition  was  made  to  Mr.  Haftings  for  taking  the 
trcafures  from  the  Begum ;    that  it  was  firft  made  by  the  Nabob, 
through  Ally  Jbrahim  Cawn,  feems  to  be  admitted  on  all  fides ; 
though  Sir  Elijah  Impey  thinks,  that  he  himfclf  was  the  perfon  who 
fuggefted  the  idea  to  Mr.  Haftings,  or  at  Icaft  that  he  firit  took  it 
up  in  a  conference  with  him  at  Chunar,    in  November.     This, 
however,  is  a  point  of  no  moment ;  it  is  certain  that  Sir  Elijah  Im- 
pey was  defired  to  convey  Mr.  Haftings's  dircdtions  to  Middlcton, 
to  found  the  Nabob,  and,  if  the  Nabob  (hould  make  fuch  a  pro- 
pofition, to  inform  him  that  it  would  be  complied  with.      In  the 
fubfequcnt  correfpondence  between  Impey  and  Middlcton,  it  appears 
that  the  Nabob  came  very  readily  into  the  mcafure,  but  wifhed  to 
ufe  it  as  an  alternative,  for  refuming  the  jaghircs — a  meafure  which 
thoi^  propofed  by  himfclf  in  September,  he  wiflied  to  avoid  carry- 
ing into  cfFeft  in  December.     Mr.  Haftings  appears  in  the  fubfe- 
qucnt part  of  the  correfpondence  to  be  greatly  furprifed  at.  this  un- 
accountable condudVof  the.Nabob ;  but  the  prefling  folicitations  of 
Middlcton,  and  his  threat  to  adopt  the  mcafure  himfelf,  in  concur- 
rence with  the  Minifter,  independent  of  the  Nabob,  did  at  laft  in- 
cline the  Nabob  to  yield  what  Mr.  Middlcton  calls  a  nominal  con- 
fent.      I  think,  my  Ik)rds,  it  is  perfectly  clear  from  tho  evidence, 
that  this  diftnclination  to  refume  the  iarjiires  v^-ns  cntirclv  occaiicncd 
by  the  advice  of  the  men  who  furroundcd  liim,  and  wl.c  v. crc  per- 
petually countera6ling  the  endeavours  of  the  Miniacr  to  rcftore  or- 
der to  his  government.      To  the  fcizurc  of  the  treafurcs  he  docs 
not  appear  to  have  had  any  objection,    though  Mr.  JVIiddieton  de- 
fcribcs  his  conduct  at  the  moment  it  was  to  be  carried  into  effect, 
as  wavering  and  indecifive.     Both  mcafures  were  completely  efFedlcd 
in  January  1782c    The  confcqucnccs  to  the  Bengal  governnient 
were,  an  immediate  difcharge  of  a  ver}'  heavy  debt,  and  a  relief  to 
di/treffes,  which  I  proteft  to  you,    my  Lords,   could  not,  in  my 
opinion,  have  been  relieved  by  any  other  means. 

Infinite  pains  were  taken  in  Weftminfter  Hall  to  prove  that  Mr. 
Haftings  had  given  falfc  accounts  of  his  motives  for  adopting  thcfc 
mcafures,  and  thence  to  infer  his  criminality.  With  this  view  the 
Managers  read  the  defence  which  Mr.  Haftings  made  in  the  Houfc 
of  Commons  ;  and  alfo  what  they  called  a  fecond  defence,  though 
the  Counfel  took  the  trouble  to  prove  that  it  was  not  in  facl  a  fe- 
eond  defence,  Mr.-  Haftings  having  caufed  a  few  copies  of  it  only  to 
Vol.  XLII.  G  g 
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be  delivered  to  particular  Members.     Whether  it  be  what  the  Coun- 
fel  or  what  the  Managers  call  it,  ftill  it  is  evidence  ;  and  I  am  not 
a  little  aftonifhed  at  the  perfefl  faimefs  of  the  Counfel,  in  wiihing 
to  expla^in  (o  precifely  wha*!  the  paper  was.     Mr.   Haflings  would 
have  done  wifely  had  he  defircd  the  Houfe  of  Commons  to  receive 
it  as  a  fccond  defence  ;  it  corrc61s  the  errors  of  the  firft,  and  con- 
tains that  clear  and  plain  ftatemcnt  of  the  whole  tranfaflion,  which 
has  fince  been  fully  made  out  by  evidence.     It  corrects  a  material 
blyndcr  in  the  firft,  and  it  is  in  pRof  that  the  firft  was  written  by 
Mr.  Middlctpn,  who  had  faid  that  the  motive  for  fcixing  the  trca- 
fures  was  the  Begum  s  refiftante  to  the  refumpiion  of  the  jaghires. 
Now,  my  Lords,    the  whole  of  Mr.  Middleton's    evidence,  the 
whole  of  his  former  evidence  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  proves  that 
this  was  a  blunder.     Mr.  Haftings's  letters  to  the  Court  of  Direc- 
tors prove  it  alfo  to  have  been  a  blunder  ;  and  it  is  fully  and  com- 
pletely cleared  up  in  that  fecond  defence,  which  the  Managers  have 
given  in  evidence. 

The  next  point  laboured  by  tfie  Managers  Was,  that  a  Begum 
had  a  right  to  the  trcafujcs  lodged  in  the  zenana ;  and  to  eftablifli 
this,  they  called  Mr.  Goring,  whofe  evidence  was  indeed  of  a  moft 
Angular  nature  :  he  fwore,  that  when  he  was  at  Moorfhedabad,  in 
the  year  1775,  he  vifitcd  the  widow  of  the  Nabob  Surajah  Dowlah, 
who,  your  Lordfhips  will  remember,  was  depofcd  after  the  battle 
of  Plaflcy  in  ^757;  that  (he  appeared  to  live  in  a  ftyle  of  great 
fplendou^  and  magnificence  ;  that  he  fuppofed  (he  was  enabled  to  do 
fo  from  the  money  dcpofitcd  in  her  palace  by  her  late  huiband,  Su- 
rajah Dowlah ;  that  he  never  hrard  of  Mcir  Jaffier's  claiming  any 
part  of  the  trcafurt  s  left  in  the  zenana,^  after  the  death  of  Surajah 
Dowlah,  and  that  he  conceived  the  treafure  once  lodged  within  the 
zenana  is  intendtd  for  the  fapp«»rt  of  the  women  in  the  zenana  : 
from  his  obfervation,  he  tliinks  it  is  the  cuftom  to  lodge  money  in 
the  zenana,  for  the  fupport  of  tl\e  women.  My  Lords,  I  will  not 
infinuate  that  /.-r  oMiquumy  which  1  am  not  ready  to  fay  per  dlreC' 
turn.  I  (hall  thcniuic  only  ohftrve,  that  the  opinions  to  which  this 
gentleman  fwears,  (hew  him  to  be  moft  thoroughly  ignorant,  not 
only  of  all  Oiicntul  cuftoms,  but  of  the  hiftor)*^  of  the  particular  pe- 
riod to  v;hlch  he  all'jdcs.  It  is  an  eftiiblifhed  fa6i,  my  Lords,  re- 
ccivedas  fuch  on  the  authority  of  Scrafton  sgid  Orme,  that  after 
the  rout  at  Plaffey,  Surajah  Dowlah  firft  font  off  his  women  with 
fifty  elephants,  their  furniture,  and  necelfaiies,  and  a  great  part  of 
his  own  jewels.  On  the  night  of  the  fame  day,  he  himfelf  fled  in 
difguife  with  his  favourite  concubine,  and  an  eunuch,  carrying  Mrith 
liim  a  caOcet  of  his  moft  valuable  jewels.     The  women,  the  cle- 
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phants»  and  Ae  t^eafure,  were  all  fcized  and  brought  back  to  Moor- 
fliedabad ;  SOmjah  Dowlah  continued  his  flight,  difguifed  ;  he  was 
taken  at  Rajan)^!,  brought  hack  to  MoorHiodabad,  and,  as  your 
Lordfliips  aU  know,  he  was  murdered  by  the  orders  of  Mccran,  the^ 
fon  of  Mecr  Jaffier.  From  his  treafurcs,  all  of  which  were  feixcd 
by  the  conqiJcror  Mecr  Jaffier,  one  n:>illion  fcvcn  hundred  tlioufand 
pounds  was  paid  to  the  Company  and  to  individuals,  as  a  com ;  en- 
fation  for  tlieir  loffcs,  and  an  apology  was  made  for  poftponing  th^ 
remaining  payments,  becaufe  the  treafurcs  of  Surajah  Dowl-aU  had 
turned  out  not  to  be  fo  confiderable  as  Mccj-  Jaffier  had  estpedjed. 
But,  my  Lords,  the  defendant's  counfel  produced  evidence  which 
clearly  proved  the  fource  feom  whence  this  lady,  the  widow  of  Su- 
rajah  Dowlah,  acquired  the  means  of  living  as  (he  did.  Her  fan 
thcr,  Mahomed  Eritch  Cawn,  held  a  confiderable  jaghire  in  truft 
for  her,  which  had  been  fettled  as  a  dower  upon  her  in  1750,  on 
her  marriage  with  Surajah  Dowlah,  while  Aliverdy  Cuwn  was  liv- 
ing. This  lady  always  received  the  amount  of  this  j rehire,  as  (he 
fully  proved  in  1780,  when  her  father  died  ;  and  on  the  fa<Jt  be- 
ing made  out  that  the  jaghire  wa^  really  fettled  upon  her,  Mr.  Haf- 
tings  and  the  Supreme  Council  continued  it  to  her,  tl»ough  it  adtf- 
aliyHood  in  the  name  of  her  father.  L  iliall  leave  it  to  your  Lord- 
fliips to  determine  how  far  the  Managers  have  proved  that  the  trea- 
furcs lodged  in  the  zenana  belong  to  the  ladies  of  the  zenana.— 
There  is  full  evidence  that  the  treafury  of  Sujah  Dowlah  was  in  fhc 
zenana  of  Fyzabad,  and  that  the  Begum's  fignature,  as  his  treafu^- 
rtr,  was  neccffary  for  all  confiderable  iffucs  of  money  from  that 
treafury*  - 

The  next  point,  my  Lords,  on  which  the  Managers  relied  to 
pTDvc  the  guilt  of  Mr.  Haftings,  was  his  refufal  to  obey  tl)c.  orders 
of  the  Diredors,  received  in  Auguft  1783,  for  making  a  fuller  in- 
<iuiiy  into  the  fuppofed  rebdiion  of  the  Begums  in  i  7  8 1 .  To  this 
point  they  called  my  late  friend,  Mr.  Stables,  a  very  Morthy  man, 
but  ccitainly  not  remarkable  for  the  brilliancy  of  his  talents,  or  tbe 
quicknefs  of  his  conceptions.  They  afk  him  if  he  did  not  move  the 
inquiiy  into  the  Begum's  eondud,  and  why  he  moved  it  ?  He  tells 
them  he  did  fo,  becaufe  he  conceived  that  inquiry  to  have  been  or- 
dered by  the  Direftors,  as  his  minute  written  at  that  time  would 
flicw.  Now,  my  Lords,  tfie  Managers,  in  order  to  fupport  the 
credit  of  their  witnefs,  produced  the  minute  alluded  to,  in  which 
Mr.  Stables  diftintf^ly  ftatcs  that  his  reafon  for  moving  an  inquiry 
^as,  becaufe  the  DireAors  feenied  not  to  be  fatisfied  with  the  in- 
formation before  tfiem — 9,  very  different  ftatcment,  indeed,  from 
that  wfaidi  appears  in  the  charge,  and  which  Mr.  Stables,  by  his 
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oral  evidence,  did  in  faft  fupport.     However,  the  reference  to  the 
minute  which  Mr.  Stables  made,  clearly  proved,  that  that  gentle- 
man  ^id  not  mean  to  miflead  your  Lordfliips,  and  it  was  rather  hard 
to  examine  him  as  to  his  motives^  for  making  the  motion  he  did, 
when  a  reference  to  the  minute  written  at  the  tipie  was  the  beft  evi- 
dence  to  the  point.     The  dcbate'at  the  Board  on  the  fubjcel  of  the 
letter,  which  the  Managers  contend  to  be  an  order  for  a  farther  in- 
quiry into  the  condu<S  of  the  Begum,  fet^  the  whole  matter  in  fo 
clear  a   point  of  vicvt-,  t!iat  I   am  afloniflicd  how  fuch  a  charge 
could  have  been  made  in  the  name  of  the  Corfimons,  and  nc^tlefs 
furprifed  tiiat  it  (hould  be  fupported  by  evidence,  which,  in  the  opi- 
nion of  everv  man  of  comnr>on  fenfc,  moft  effedluallv  refutes  it.    A 
letter  was   received  from  the  Direftors  in  the  month  of  Auguft, 
1783,  direfting,  in  a  very  confuted  and  perplexed  fentcncc,  that 
if  it  (hould  appear  that  the  Begums  had  not  taken  fo  a(!ilivc  a  part  in 
the  rebellion  of  Cheyt  Sing  as  had  been  reported,  the  Nabob  (liould 
be  applied  to,  to  reftore  them  their  jaghircs.     The  letter  alfo  fays, 
that  they  do  not  appear  to  have  armed  prior  to  the  revolt  of  Cheyt 
Sing,  and  it  15  probable  that  their  fubfcquent  condud  was  occafioned 
^  by  apprthenfions  which  tlicy  alfo  entertained  of  being  laid  under 
-unwarrantable  contributions.      Your  Lorcifhips  will  be  of  opinion, 
that  it  muft  have  been  under  very  extraordinary  circamftances,  in- 
deed, that  thirteen  gentlemen  could  Irave  been  found,   to  put  their 
names  to  a  letter  containing  fuch  orders  and  opinions.      The  qucf- 
tion  for  an  inquiry  was  originally  moved  by' Mr.  Whelcr:  He  ex- 
preffes  his  readinefs  at  'all  times  to  obey  orders  ;  but    Before  they 
^pply  10  the  Nabob,  he  wi(hcs  to  inquire  how  far  they   merit  the 
application  for  the  reftoration  of  their  jaghires.  Nothing  had  paflcd, 
Mr,  Wheler  fays,  to  c!  angc  liis  opinion,  that  the  Begums  had  been 
concerned  in  the  rebellion  ;  that  he  had  been  confirmed  in  the  be- 
lief, from  tlu^  opinions  of  many  individuals,  totally  unconcerned  in 
,the  bufinefs :  but,  as  the  Diredlors  feem  to  be  of  a  different  Opi- 
j'iion,  he  thinks -ftronger  proofs  of  tlieir  difaffedion  ought  to  be  laid 
before  them  ;  and  he  concludes  by  moving,  that' the  late  and  pre- 
fent  refidcnt  be  called  upon  to  colledl  fuch  proofs. 

Mr.  Haftings  conceives  Mr.  Wheler  to  have  mifconceived  the 
intentions  of  the  Court  of  Diredtorsy  and  therefore  oppofes  the 
motion. 

Mr.  Stables,  at  the  end  of  the  neict  month,  renews  this  fubjeS, 
by  obferving,  that  the  DireSors  feem  not  to  be  fatisfied  that  the 
evidence  fent  to  them  had  fufficiently  proved  the  difafFedion  of  the 
jBcgums,  and  therefore  he  moves  a  farther  inquiry. 

Mr.  Hallings  conceives^  that  they  had  fent  no  orders  for  an  in- 
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quiry ;  that  very  ftrong  and  authenticated  evidence  had  been  fent  to 
them  already.  He  refers  to  the  letter  to  confirm  his  fcnfe  of  it ; 
and  he  adds,  ***If  evidence  is  to  be  colledled,  it  (hould  be  collctf^cd 
ftom  all  pcrfons  capable  of  giving  it,  and  not  confined  to  official 
charaflcrf."  Sir  John  Macphcrfon  fully  concurs  with  Mr.  Haftings 
as  to  the  fcnfc  of  tlic  Directors'  lerrer  ;  though,  on  firft  hearing  the 
icrter  reati,  he  l\ad  conceived  a  different  opinion.  He  does  not  fee 
wlutfaluiary  purpofc^fuch  an  inquiry  could  anfwcr ;  and  I  am  fure 
your  LonKhips  will  agree  with  him.  He  obfcrves,  that  there  has 
been  no  appeal  from  the  Begums,  and  therfe  was  ample  proof  at  the 
time,  that  rhofc  who  managed  the  concerns  of  the  Begums  were  no 
friends,  but  real  enemies  of  the  Englifn.  The  motion  for  an  in- 
quiry was  wifely  and  properly  negatived.  Had  Mr.  Haftings  con- 
ceived the  pofTibility  of  what  has  fince  happened,  he  muft  have  ea- 
gerly propofed,  while  in  Bengal,  a  fuller  inquiry  into  the  difafiTedfion 
of  the  Begums;  and  he  would  have  weighed  down  the  Dire<itorsby 
proofs  of  the  fad ;  for  though  the  cafe  flood  clear  enough  in  my 
mind  upon  the  affidavits,  it  has  been  fo  efFeftually  ftrcngthened  by 
the  tcftimony  of  a  number  of  refpe<5tablc  ofiiccrs,  as  to  fix  it  beyond 
all  doubt.  The  fame  evidence,  and  certainly  much  more  in  addi- 
tion to  it,  might  have  been  procured  in  India  in  1783;  and,  in- 
deed, Mr.  Haftings  then  obferved,  that  if  an  inquiry  were  to  take 
place,  he  dcfired  that  all  perfons  capable  of  giving  information  might 
l»c  examined :  But,  if  your  Lordfiiips  will  look  to  this  letter  of  the 
Direftors,  and  to  the  date  of  it,  February  1783,  you  will  fee  the 
fpirit  with  which  it  was  written,  is,  in  a  great  degree,  to  he  imputed 
to  :he  politics  of  the  time.  Sir  Henry  Fletcher  was  then  the  chaif- 
man,  and  it  was  the  fafliion  to  rate  Mr.  Haftings  for  every  thing  he 
did.  The  letter  fcts  out  by  faying,  that  they  do  not  fee  the  policy 
of  rcfuming  the  jagliircs,  and  thus  uniting  under  one  head  all  the 
powci  of  the  country,  which  might  eventually  become  formidable 
to  Bergal.  Hard  fate  of  Mr.  Haftings!  He  is  rated  by  the  Di- 
rcftors  for  hb  endeavours  to  bring  the  dominions  of  the  Nabob  into 
order:  He  is  cenfured  by  the  Managers  for  having  involved  them 
in  diftrcfe.  The  Dirediors,  in  fpeaking  of  the  Begums,  fay,  it 
docs  not  appear  that  they  took  up  arms  prior  to  thc^  revolt  of  Cheyt 
Sing,  and,  by  arming  afterwards,  they  only  meant,  in  all  probability, 
to  defend  themfelves  from  unwarrantable  contributions.  My  Lords, 
they  never  'vere  accufed  of  arming  before  the  revolt  of  Cheyt  Sing ; 
and,  if  thej  arc  innocent, .  as  they  really  appear  to  be  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Dire£tors,  for  arming  and  adding  againft  the  Engli(h  fubfe- 
qucnt  to  that  event,  there  is  an  end  of  the  queftion :  But  no  rational 
being  can  rcafbn  fo  abfur^ly.     Your  Lordihips  will  fee  the  name  of 
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Sir  Henry  Fletcher  ^t  the  head  of  the  thirteen  gentlemen  who  figtied 
the  letter ;  and  every  ihing  done  at  that  period  was  done,  in  my  opi- 
nion, to  prove  the  ncceHity  of  the  ftrong  meaftire  fhat  was  brought 
bi^fore  Parliament  in  the  courfc  of  that  year.  There  can  be  no  other 
rational  way  of  accounting  for  thccondudof  thofc  gentlemen  who 
framed  that  letter.  I  have  ncnv^  my  Lords,  gone,  tliough  at  too 
great  a  length  I  fear,  but  ftill  as  flwrtly  as  I  could,  thrci^h  the  ma- 
terial h&s  allcdged  in  the  article. 

The  refumption  of  the  jr.^hircs  I  deem  to  have  been  a  mcafore 
of  the  founded  policy,  and  the  means  taken  to  compel  the  Nabob 
uttimately  to  adopt  a  meafure,  propofcd  originally  by  tiimfclf,  were 
fK)t  in  any  refpcd  criminal,  but  meritorious. 

The  confent  given  by  Mr.  Haftings  to  the  fcizure  of  the  trcafurcs, 
wnd  the  eare  which  he  took  to  fecure  them  from  private  cmbezxlc- 
mcnt/  were  acfts  that  appear  to  me  in  no  refpeft  criminal.  Upon 
the  mod  attentive  confideration  of  tlvc  whole  evidence,  I  am  dc- 
^cidedly  of  opinion,  that  nothing  criminal  ha&been  proved  againft 
the  defendant.  At  the  ciofe  of  the  charge,  indeed,  it  is  ftated,  that 
aU  the  ads  imputed  to  him,  and  dated  to  be  criminal,  are  highly 
siggravated,  by  the  avowed  corruption  in  which  they  originated ; 
Mr.  Haftings  having  accepted  a  prefent  of  ten  lacks  of  rupees  from 
the  Nabob,  at  the  time  he  figned  the  treaty  of  Chunar,  There  is 
another  article  in  wiiich  the  teccipt  of  this  prefent  is  exprefsly  char- 
ged, and  there  it  will  be  proper  to  confider  it  fully. ;  as  inferted  ?n 
this  article,  it  appears  to  be  very  inconfiftent  with  the  general  tenor 
of  the  reft  of  it.  In  the  former  allegations,  Mr.  Haftings  is  fajd  to 
have  compelled  the  Nabob  to  adopt  tlie  two  meafures  of  refuming 
fhe  treafures  and  the  jaghires.  At  the  clofe,  the  Nabob  is  fuppofed 
to  have  bribed  Mr.  Haftings  to  give  his  confent  to  die  adoption  of 
thofc  meafures. 

i  (hall  not  intrude  longeron  your  Lordihips*  indulgence,  but  will 
•Conclude,  by  declaring,  tliat  though,  ur^iil  I  hear  the  opinion  of 
other  noble  Lords,  I  (hall  not  make  any  motion ;  yet,  if  no  objec^ 
tion  is  made,  I  mean  merely  to  move,  tJiat  the  Common^  haw 
made  good  the  fecond  article  of  cliarge  againft  Warren  Haftings,  Eiq. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  faid,  he  did  not  objed  to  taking 
the  decifion  on  the  whole  charge  under  one  queftion..  In  his  view 
of  the  cliarge,  he  had  not  confidcred  Afoph  ul  Powlah,  the  Nabob 
of  Oudc,  as  a  foreign  Prince  and  independent  Sovereign,  but^s  ^ 
pcrfon  whofe  condud  and  Government  were  under  tbeabfohite  con- 
troul  and  command  of  the  overbearing  influence  of  the  Eaft-India 
Company's  power  cyxrcifed  by  Mr.  Haftings.  Having  confidcred 
it  in  this  light,  he  fliould  have  occaiiorii  in  ordpr  to  (hew  that  he 
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had  rightly  viewed  it,  t6  refer  to  fo  many  letters  of  Mr.  Middlcton'% 
that  not  being  prepared  fufBciently,  it  would  fave  their  Lr>rdniip8 
dme  if  they  were  to  adjourn  where  they  ihen  were  in  refpe<S  to  the 
charge,  becaufe,  if  they  determined  to  proceed,  he  muft  neccffarily 
call  for  all  the  letters  to  be  read,  to  which  he  wiflied  to  refer,  and 
that  would  waftc  much  time,  whereas  he  would  undertake  to  be 
ready  with  fuch  cxtraAs  as  he  (hould  deem  it  rcquifite  to  refer  to  by  • 
the  next  dav. 

Lord  THURLOW  confentcd  ;  and  the  Chairman  having  ftatcd 
that  Ac  qucftion  before  the  Committee  was, 

*•  That  the  Commons  had  made  good  the  charges  in  theit  fecond 
article,  rcfped^ing  the  BegUms,**  it  was  moved  and  agreed  to  that 
h^  (hould  leave  the  chair.  «       % 

The  Committee  adjourned  the  confideration  of  the  motion  till 
next  day. 

Tucjdayy    I'jth  March. 

As  foon  as  the  Houfc  had  rcfolved  itfclf  into  a  Committee  tocoa* 
fidcr  the  charges  of  the  impeachment. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  rofe,  and  began  the  refumption 
of  his  reply  to  Lord  Thurlow,  by  admitting  the  propofition,  that 
where  the  Minifter  of  another  country  prevailed  oh  a  foreign  Prince^ 
who  was  an  independent  Sovereign,  to  do  an  aft  of  injuftice  to  one 
of  his  own  fubjefts,  that  Miniflcr  was  not  criminally  refponfible  and 
amenable  to  the  laws  of  the  government  he  fcrved  under  for  fuch 
condaft ;  but  where,  on  the  other  hand,  it  was  proved  that  the 
Minifter  of  a  Briti(h  government  procured  the  JPrincc  of  a  foreign 
country,  who  was  not  independent,  but  abfolutcly  under  the  influ- 
encc  and  controul  of  fuch  Mintfter,  to  do  an.  aft  of  injuftice  to  one 
of  his  own  fubjcfts  ;  that  Minifter,  he  contended,  was  clearly 
amenable  to  Britrfh  laws  for  having  done  that  which  was  in  itfclf, 
in  die  view  of  Britifh  laws,  illegal. and  criminal.  The  decifion  of 
the  Court  of  Common  Picas  in  the  cafe  of  Rafael  the  Armenian, 
and  Governor  Verclft,  had  turned  entirely  on  that  point.  It  was 
in  that  cafe  proved  that^  Sujah  Dowlah,  the  then  Nabob  of  Oude, 
was  under  the  awe  and  influence  of  Governor  Verclft,  and  that  foft 
led  to  the  ultimate  judgment. 

His  Lordfhip  ftatcd  all  the  circumftances  of  the  ca(c*i  which 

had  been  firft  decided  againft  the  defendant,   Verclft,  with  5000L 
•  -         .       " 

•  Tried  in  the  CoHrt  of  Common  Fleas'  at  Guildhall,  in  Hilary  terra, 
xj  Geo.  III.— 'Vide  Sir  William  Blackllone's  reports,  vol,  ii.  page^98|» 
X05J,  1067. 
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damages,  and  on  the  new  trial,  a  fpecial'Verdid  was  returned  by 
the  jury,  upon  which,  at  length,  the  Court  decided  for  the  plaintifF, 
and  he  obtained  coniiderable  danuiges.  He  (hewed  upon  what 
ground  it  was  that  on  the  firft  trial  all  the  judges,  excepting  Sir 
William  de  Grey  (Chief  Juftice),  entertained  ftrong  opinions  of 
doubt  as  to  the  quedion,  whether  Governor  Verelft,  as  Governor 
of  Bengal,  was  amenable  to  Britiih  laws,  and  to  the  cognizance  of 
an  Engli(h  Court  of  Judicature,  for  any  wrong  done  to  another 
perfon  by  a  foreign  Prince.  He  then  traced  the  caufc  through  the 
progrefs  and  particulars  of  the  fecond  trial,  and  declared,  that  the 
manner  in  which  the  jury  had  returned  the  vcrdidl  was  fuch  as  re- 
moved from  the  minds  of  the  three  diflfenting  judges  of  the  CouTt^ 
Mr.  Juftice  Gould,  Mr.  Juftice  Blackftone,  and  Mr.  Juftice  Narcs, 
all  dccalion  to  inlift  farther  on  their  doubts.  It  was  in  confequence, 
as  he  had  ftated,  that  Governor  Vcrclft  loft  the  caufc,  and  paid 
coniiderable  damages ;  a  writ  of  error  was  talked  of,  but  no  fuch 
writ  was  brought  up  to  that  Houfc.  The  point,  dierefbre,  was 
legally  eftabliftied  by  the  event  of  that  caufe,  that  the  Miniftcr  of 
the  Government  of  *India,  under  the  fovcreignty  of  Great  Britain^ 
was  amenable  to  Britifh  laws,  for  having  been  the  caufe  of  a  foreign 
Prince,  confeffcdly  under  his  controul,  awe,  and  influence,  having 
injured  one  of  his  own  fubjedls  in  fuch  a  degree,  as  to  entitle  him 
to  recover  damages  in  an  Englifti  Court  of  Judicature,  provided 
that  he  could  make  out  his  cafe  and  prove  his  damages  to  the  fatis- 
fa<£Uon  of  an  Englifti  jury.  The  cafe  of  the  Armenian  Rafael,  and 
Governor  Verelft,  to  be  feen  in  Judge  Blackftonc's  Reports,  983, 
1 055,  his  Lordfliip  faid,  was  diredtly  in  point  with  the  cafe  alledged 
in  the  charge  refpefling  the  conduA  of  the  Nabob  to  the  B<^;ums. 
As  Sujah  Dowlah  was  confeffcdly  known  to  be  fubjedl  in  the  whole 
of  his  condud  to  the  controul  of  Governor  Vcrclft,  fo,  in  like  man- 
ner, the  reigning  Nabob  Afoph  ul  Dowlah  was  under  the  abfolute 
controul,  awe,  and  influence  of  Mr.  Haftings,  who  was  in  fadl  the 
contriver, .  inventor,  and  in  truth  might  reafonably  be  ftated  to  be 
the  perpetrator  of  all  the  injuftice  pradifcd  under  the  name  of  the 
Nabob  on  the  Bhuw  Begum  and  the  Begum  (his  mother  and 
grandmother),  and  all  the  crimes  and  enormities  alledged  in  the 
charge. 

In  order  to  prove  the  influence  which  Mr.  Haftings  had  over 
Afoph  ul  Dowlah,  the  vaffalage  in  which  he  held  him,  and  that 
he  fuggefted  the  meafurcs  of  refuming  the  jaghires,  which  the  Na- 
bob had  granted  to  the  Begums,  and  feizing  upon  the  treafures  in 
their  pofleflion,    in  the  zenana,  he  caufcd  letters  and  various  ex- 
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trafls  of  letters*  written  to  Mr.  Haftiiigs  by  Mt.  Middlcton,  the 
refident  at  Lucknow,  in  Dcc^  ^.7^^f  and  Jan.  and  Feb«  i782> 

^  The  foUo^rtng  are  the  extrads  from  the  letters  on  the  fubjeA  of  re* 
fuming  the  jaghires  and  feizing  upon  the  treafureSy  which  pafled  between 
Mr.  Middlecon,  the  refident  in  Oude,  and  the  GoTernor  General,  ia 
December,  1781,  and  January  and  February,  1782,  read  by  the  Clerk* 

Mh  MtMtton  fo  tht  Gvvemor  General  i  dattd  Luekuw^  the  ift  cf 

Decemhtr  iy8i4 

'*  I  have  this  day  figmfied  to  the  Minifler  my  txpeflation  that  the 
whole  of  the  jaghires  be  i^efumed,  and  their  revenue,  after  paying  to 
fuch  of  the  proprietors  as  have  a  right  to  claim  the  mediation  of  our  Go* 
verDmerit,  the  amount  of  their  jaghires,  be  applied  to  the  limiidation  of 
the  Nabob's  debt  to  the  Hoti.  Company.  I  mall  be  very  glad  if  his  Ex- 
cellency confents  to  make  this  meafure  an  a<5t  of  his  own,  as  1  cobceive 
it  would  be  more  agreeable  to  you,  and  more  confident  with  thofe  ap« 
pcarancts  which  it  may  be  thought  expedient  to  prefcrve  with  bis  Excel- 
lency;  but  if  be  declines  it,  as  is  by  no  means  improbable,  I  fliall  think 
myfelf  jaflified  by  your  inftru£tions  in  infifling  on  its  being  done  even 
without  his  concurrence.** 

Mn  Miidkton  t9  the  Hon*  W'arren  tiaftings  ;  dated  tucincw^  the  itb 

of  December  1781. 

"  Finding  the  Nabob  wavering  in  his  dccermination  aboiit  the  refump* 
tioDof  the  jaghires,  I  this  day,  in  prefence  of,  and  with  the  Minifier'a 
concorrcncc;  ordered  the  necciiary  perwannahs  to  be  written  to  the  fevt* 
nl  aumils  for  that  parpofe,  and  it  was  my  firm  refolution  to  have  dif« 
patched  them  this  evening,  with  proper  people  to  fee  them  pun6tually 
and  implicitly  carried  into  execution  ;  but  Dcfore  they  were  all  tranfcrib- 
ed,  I  received'  a  meifage  from  the  Nabob,  who  had  been  informed  by 
the  Minifter  of  the  refolution  I  had  taken,  entreating  that  I  would  with<» 
hold  the  perwannahs  until  to-morrow  mornings  when  he  Would  attend . 
toie,  and  afford  me  fatisfaftion  on  this  point.*' 

Mr.  MiddUton  to  the  Hon*  Warren  Haftings ;  dated  Luchlaw^  the  Ji& 
.   »  0/ December  fjSi^ 

**  My  dear  Sir, 

"  I  had  the  honour  to  addrcfs  you  yefterday^  informing  you  of  th* 
ftcps  I  had  taken  in  regard  to  the  refumption  of  the  jaghires.  This 
[Doraing  (he  Vizier  came  to  me  according  to  his  agreement,  but  feem- 
ingly  without  any  intention  or  delire  to  yield  me  fatisfa£tion  on  the  fub« 
je£t  under  difculiion;  for  after  a  great  deal  of  converfation,  confifliog  on 
bis  part  of  trifling  cvafion  and  puerile  excufes  for  withholding  his  afifenC 
to  the  meafurc)  though  at  the  fame  time  profcfling  the  mofl  implicit  fub« 
tnilTion  to  your  wiflies,  I  found  myfelf  without  any  other  refource  than 
the  one  of  employing  that  exclufive  authority  with  which  I  confider  yout 
inilrudtions  to  veil  me  j  I  therefore  declared  to  the  Kabob,  in  prefence 
of  theminiftef  and  Mr.  Johnfon,  who  I  dcfired  hiight  bear  witnefs  of 
Ihe  converfation,  that  I  conftrucd  his  reje^ion  of  the  meafure  propofed 
as  a  breach  of  his  (bl^mn  promife  to  you,  and  an  unwillingnefs  to  yield 
that  aMance  which  was  evidently  in  his  power,  towards  liquidatiog  trU 

Vol.  XLIL  H  h 
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to  be  read,  and  alfo  the  letter  written  bjr  Mr.  Haftings  and  his 
Coimcil  to  the  DlreAors  at  home,  and  that  paflage  from  his  defericc 

heary  accumulated  debt  to  the  Company^  and  that  I  muil  in  confequence 
determine^  in  ray  own  juftification,  to  ifl'ue  immediately  the  perwaonahs* 
which  had  only  been' withheld  in  the  fanguine  hope,  that  he  would  be 
.prevailed  upon  to  make  chat  his  own  rnSt,  which  nothing  but  the  moft  ur- 
gent necedty  could  force  me  to  make  mine.  He  left  me  without  any 
reply,  but  ^erwardB  fent  for  his  MiniAer,  and  autborifed  him  to  give 
me  hopes  that  my  requifition  would  be  complied  with ;  on  which  1  cx<- 
preded  my  fatisfadion,  but  declared  that  I  could  admit  of  no  farther  de- 
lays, and  unlefs  I  received  his  Excellency's  formal  acquiefceuce  before 
the  evening,  I  (hould  then  mofl  afluredly  ilTue  my  perwannahs,  wfaicb 
I  have  accordingly  done,  not  having'had  any  aflurauces  from  hia  £x^- 
lency  that  could  juftify  a  farther  fulpenfion/* 

Mr,  MiddUtou  to  the  Hon.  Warren  Haftin^s ;  dated Luck»9w,  the  gt& 

of  December  17^1, 
<«  My  dear  Sir, 

*^  I  had  the  honour  to  addrefs  you  on  the  7th  Inftant,  informing  you 
of  the  converfation  which  had  paficd  between  the  Nabob  and  me  on  the 
fubje6tof  refuming  the  jaghires,  and  the  flep  I  had  taken  in  confequence. 
His  Excellency  appeared  to  be  very  much  hurt;ind  incenfed  at  the  mea- 
fure,  and  loudly  complains  of  the  treachery  of  his  Minii^ers :  Firll,  io 
giving  you  any  hopes  that  fuch  a  mcafure  would  be  adopted ;  and  ie- 
condly,  in  their  promidng  me  their  whole  fupport  in  cajrymg  it  through. 
But,  as  I  apprehend,  rather  than  fulfer  it  to  appear  that  the  point  had 
been  carried  in  oppoiition  to  his  will,  he  at  length  yielded  a  nominal  ac* 

3uiefcence,  and  has  this  day  iifued  his  ownf  perwannahs  to  that  efie<£t ; 
eclaring,  however,  at  the  fame  time,   both  to  me  and  his  Miufiers, 
that  it  is  an  adt  of  compuliion.*' 

The  Governor  General  to  Mn  MlJdleton ;  dated  Senares,  the  ibtb  of 

December  178 1. 

^*  I  have  waited  thus  long  in  the  hopes  of  hearing  that  fome  progrefs 
had  been  made  in  the  execution  of  the  plan  which  I  concluded  witK  the 
Nabob  in  September  lafl.  J  do  not  find  that  any  Oep  towards  it  has  bees 
yet  taken,  though  three  months  are  clapfed,  and  little  more  than  that  pe* 
riod  did  appear  to  me  requifite  to  have  accompliihed  the  mod  eflential  parts 
of  it,  and  to  have  brought  the  whole  in^  train.  This  tardinefs,  and  the 
oppofition  prepared  to  the  only  decided  a6t  yet  undertaken,  have  a  bad 
appearance.  1  approve  the  Nabob's  refolutions  to  deprive  the  Begums 
of  their  ill-employed  treafures. 

3/r.  Middleton^s private  Letter  to  the  Governor  General;  dated  Luck^ 

now^  the  sfith  of  Becemher  1781. 

*•  If  your  new  demand  is  to  be  infifted  upon,  which  your  letter  feems 
to  portend,  I  muft  beg  your  precife  orders  upon  it;  as,  from  the  diffi. 
culties  I  have  within  thefe  few  Jays  experienced,  in  carrying  the  points 
you  had  enjoined  with  the  Nabob,  I  have  the  \x&.  grounds  for  belieTtng 
that  he  would  con(ider  it  a  diredk  breach  of  the  late  agreement,  and  to« 
tally  rejcft  the  propolal  as  fuch ;  and  I  muft  own  to  you,  that,  in  his  prc-^ 
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before  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  in  which  Mn  Haflings  fays  the 
trcafurcs  were  feized  in  confequence  of  the  refiflance  made  by  ^  thcu 

&ot  feraiented  fiate  of  mind,  I  could  exped  nothing  Icfs  than  deipaii^ 
ud  a  declared  rupture. 

**  The  wrcfti'ig  Furruckabad,  Kyra^ue,  and  Fyzula  Cawn*s  coun- 
try from  his  gorernment  (for In  that  light,  my  dear  Sir,  I  can  faithfully 
tflure  you  he  views  the  meafures  adopted  in  refpedt  to  thofe  countries,) 
together  w;/6  tht  refumption  of  all  the  jaghirei^Jo  much  agaitiftbh  incUna* 
Hn^  have  already  brought  the  Nabob  to  a  perfuafion  that  nothing  lefs 
than  his  de{lru<5tion,  or  the  annihilation  of  every  (hadow  of  his  power, 
is  meant ;  and  all  my  labours  to  convince  him  to  the  contrary  have 
proved  abortive.*  A  fettled  ^melancholy  has  feized  him,  and  his  health 
reduced  beyond  conception  ;  and  I  do  mofl  folemnly  believe,  that  the 
march  of  four  regiments  of  Sepoys  towards  Lucknsw,  under  whatever 
circumdances  it  might  be  reprefented,  would  be  considered  by  him  as  a 
force  ultimately  to  be  ufed  in  fecuring  his  perfon.  In  (hort,  my  dear 
Sir,  it  is  a  matter  of  fuch  immediate  moment,  and  involving  apparently 
fudi  very  ferious  and  important  confequences,  that  I  have  not  only  taken 
upon  me  to  fufpend  the  communication  of  it  to  the  Nabob,  until  1  (hould 
be  honoured  with  your  farther  commands,  but  have  alfo  ventured  to 
write  the  inclofed  letter  to  Colonel  Morgan — Liberties  which  I  confi- 
dently trufl  you  will  excufr,  when  you  conlider  that  I  can  be  actuated 
by  no  other  motive  than  a  zeal  for  the  public  fervice ;  and  that  if,  after 
all,  you  determine  that  the  meafure  fliall  be  inlided  on,  it  will  be  only 
the  lofs  of  (ix,  or  at  moft  eight  davs,  in  propoiing  it.  But,  in  the  laft 
event,  I  earnefUy  entreat  yuur  orders  may  be  explicit  and  pofitive,  that 
I  may  clearly  know  what  lengths  you  would  wifti  me  to  proceed|  in  car* 
rjing  them  into  execution.*' 

3fr.  MiddUUf^s  tuhlic  Letter  to  tht  Hon.  Warren  Haftiugs^  Governor 
General^  fcfr.  cfr.  dated  Luc kno^^  the  ^otb  of  December  1781. 

V  For  the  fake  of  perfpicuity,  I  have  thought  it  bed  to  recapitulate 
the  feveral  paragraphs  of  your  letce;-,  and  arrange  my  anfwcrs  to  them  re- 
fpedtively  in  the  fame  order. 

•*  id.  I  have  waited  thus  long,  •*  In  reply  to  the  fecond  para- 

in  hopes  of  hearing  that  fome  pro-  graph,  I  beg  leave  to  refer  you  to 

grefi  has  been  made  in  the  execu-  my  former  letters,    dating  the  tur- 

tion  of  the  plan  which  I  concluded  bulent  ftate  of  the  country.     Three 

With  the  N.ibob  in  September  lad ;  .  months  is  a  period  in  which  the 

I  do  not  find  that  any  flep  towards  changes  you  allude   to  probably 

it  has  yet  been  taken,  though  three  might  have  been  effected  in  times  of 

months  are  elapfed,  and  little  more  perfect  tranquillity ;  but  when  all 

than  that  period  did  appear  to  me  the  diflri6ts  acrofs  the  Gogra  were 

requifite  to  have  ^ccompltfhed  the  in  arms,  and  all  the  jagheirdars  (a 

mod  eflential  parts  of  it,   and  to  very  tiumerous  and  powerful  body) 

tuve  brought  the  whole  into  train,  were  very  little  ihort  of  the  fame 

This  tardinefs,  and  the  oppofition  date  in  every  diftri^t,  and  for  the 

prepred  to  the  only  decided  a6t  regulating  and  redu£Hon  of  whom 

yet  undertakeoi  have  g  bad  appear-  the  aumils  were  principally  to  be 

ance.  applied  to-«*could  a  general  change 

Hh^ 
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Begum  to  the  refampdon  of  her  jaghire.  This  account  was  inv 
doubtedlv  untrue,  and  it  naturally  excited  a  very  amfideniUe  degree 
of  fufpicion,  when  fiilfe  motives  were  afligned  far  an  z&\oa  fo  very 
cxtraordimry  in  its  nature,  as  the  feizure  of  the  trcafures  of  the 

or  attack  upon  thofe  aumils  with 
eafc  have  been  undertaken  \  I  thioU 
not ;  but  I  put  this  argument  of  the 
pra^icabilit  V  or  impra£Ucabilit)r  ou^ 
of  the  que{(ion,  at  it  was  not  that 
confiderttion  which  prevented  me 
from  enforcing  the  mcafurcs  recom- 
mended by  you  to  the  Nabob  in  the 
treaty ;   the  faf^  Is  this  :    I  did  not 
underdandy  at  the  period  of  execut- 
ing the  agreeipent  between  you  and 
the  Vizier,  that  your  intention  wa«, 
that  the  whole  of  the  reform  pro- 
pofed  was  in  its  fulled  extent  to 
take  place  this  year,  nor  indeed  at 
all,  if  the  Company^s  debt  became 
liquidated  ;  I  conceived  your  inter- 
ference in  the  Nabob's  government 
tended  folcly  to  cilablifh  the  means 
of  the  raoft  ipccdy  payment  pbffible 
of  the  Company's  debt ;    and  that 
whenever  this  Aiould  be   accom- 
pliflied*  every  fhadow  of  interfe- 
rence  was  to   be    deflfted  from, 
which  I  fiated  to  the  Nabob  and 
the  Minifters,  and  I  believe  upon 
the  faith  of  that  afTu ranee  princi- 
pally was  his  Excellency's  acquief* 
cence  obtained. 


f  *  3d.  I  approve  the  Nabob',8  rc- 
iblutibn  to  deprive  the  Begums  of 
their  ill-employed  trcafurc;s.  In 
t>oth  fervices  it  mull  be  your  care  to 
prevent  an  an  abufe  o;  the  powers 
given  to  thofc  that  are  employed  in 
th^.  You  yourfelf  ought  to-  be 
perfonally  prefcnt.  You  muft  not 
allow  any  neeociation  or  forbear- 
ance, but  mull  profecute  both  fer- 
vices  until  the  negums  are  at  the 
entire  mercy  of  the  Nabob,  their 
jaghires  in  tha  quiet  polTellion  of 
his  aumils,  and  their  wealth  in  fuch 
charge  as  may  fecure  it  agaialt  pri- 
vate embezzlcmentt" 


"  To  the  3d  paragraph  I  (hall 
only  fay,  that  I  march  to-morrow 
with  the  Nabob  to  enforce  both  the 
fervices  you  exa6t  in  it;  and  if  1 
fUcceed,  as  I  have  the  (Irongeft 
reafons  to  hope,  in  obtaining  large 
ready  money  refourCes  towards  li- 
quidating the  arrears  to  the  troops, 
which  form  a  large  proportion  of 
the  debt  to  the  Company,  I  have 
not  a  doubt  of  accomplishing  cYcry 
end  you  have  now  declared  you 
look  to  the  infiant  performance  of." 
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motho'  of  a  fovcrcign  Prince.     He  faid,  it  appeared  to  him  from 
^  letters  of  Mr.  Middleton,  that  both  he  and  Afopb  ul  Dowlah 

Jfr.  MiddittQitJs  private  Letter  *  to  the  Gcverpor  General;    d^ted 
,  Xucknow  the  lotb  flf  December  I "j^ I, 

f<  My  dear  Sir, 
*•  I  have  this  day  anfwercd  your  public  letter,  in  the  form  you  ieemcd 
%o  expc<^.  I  ho|)C  there  is  nothing  in  it  that  may  to  you  appear  too  pointed. 
Jf  you  wifli  the  matter  to  be  othcrwifc  undcrflood  than  I  have  taken  up 
and  dated  ir,  |  need  pot  fay  I  iliall  be  ready  to  conform  to  whatever  yoti 
may  prcfcribe,  and  to  take  upon  raylelt  any  (liare  of  the  blame  of  the 
(hitherto)  Don*perfonpance  of  the  Hipulation^  made  on  behalf  of  the 
Nabob;  though  1  do  affure  you,  I  myCclf  rcprefqntcdto  his  Excellency 
and  the  Miniilers,  conceiving  it  to  be  your  defire,  that  the  apparent  a(^ 
fumption  of  the  reins  of  his  government  (for  in  that  light  he  undoubtedly 
COnfidered  it  at  the  firft  view,)  as  fpecificd  in  the  agreement  execute^.!  by 
him,  was  not  meant  to  be  fully  and  literally  enforced,  but  that  It  was 
ncccffary  yon  (liould  have  fomething  to  flicw  on  your  lidc,  as  the  Com- 
pany were  deprived  of  a  benefit  without  a  requital ;  and  u)>on  the  faith 
p^  ihia  afTu ranee  alone,  I  believe  I  may  fafely  afnrm,  his  Excellency*! 
objcdlions  to  ligning  the  treaty  were  given  up.  If  I  have  underftood  the 
matter  wrong,  or  mifcopccived  your  dcfign,  I  am  truly  forry  for  it; 
however,  it  is  not  too  late  tocorrcifl  the  error;  and  I  am  ready  to  under- 
take, andf  ^od  willing,  to  carry  through,  whatever  you  may,  on  re- 
ceipt of  my  public  letter,  tell  me  is  your  final  refolve." 

Mr*  MiddUton  to  the  Hofu  Warren  Hojlings^  Governor  General^  Esfr.  t^€* 
dated  Fayzxihady  the  I'^tb  of  January  1782. 

**  With  refpe£t  to  the  bufmefs  here,  I  have  the  honour  to  inform 
you,  that  yeQerday  finding  that  the  temporifing  and  indccifive  condu^}: 
of  the 'Nabob  fcemcd  to  promife  an  ilTue  very  different  from  that  cxpcA- 
cd  in  your  commands  of  the  26th  of  December  lalh" 

Mr.  Mtddletoji  to  the  Hon,  H^arren  H^flinj^s,  Governor  General^  ^c.  fsf^". 
dated  Fayzabady  the  10th  of  January  1782. 
"Sir, 
*'  The  Begum  having  finally  agreed  to  furrender  to  the  Nabob  the 
treafures  of  his  late  father,  the  Nabob  Shujah  ul  Dowlah,  which  fhe  had 
hitherto  retained  in  her  pofiellion,  his  lC:;ccllcncy  dcliied  me  to  withdrii;r 
the  troops  from  the  Kella.*' 

Mr^  Middleton  to  the  Hon,  Wtirrcn  HaJilfJ:;s^  Governor  General,  isfc,  l^c. 
dated  Luclno^y  the  nth  of  February  1782. 
"  Sir, 

"  Inclofcd  I  ha\'e  the  honour  to  forward  you  addreflcs  from  his  Ex- 
cellency the  Vizier  and  his  Mintfters.  In  julVicc  to  the  latter,  it  is  in- 
cumbent upon  me  to  inform  you,  that  during  the  progrefb  of  the  bufincfs 
at  Fayzabad,  I  received  from  them  the  moft  willing  and  zealous  fupport 

*  The  Lord  Chancellor  made  many  feverc  and  pQiotcd  remarks  on  the  geaofal 
ftylc  of  this  .letter. 
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were  reluftant  to  comply  with  Mr.  Haftlngs's  iuggeftion  to  fcixc  on 
the  trcafurcs  of  the  Begums  ;  he  faid  no  proof  had  been  given  that 
the  Begums  had  acSually^en  in  rebellion.  The  Lord  Chancellor 
farther  obfcrved,  that  at  the  time  thefe  compulfory  meafurc*  were 
ufed  towards  the  Nabob,  his  country  in  every  part  of  it  was  filled 
by  troops  under  the  command  of  Britifli  officers  and  }n  Britifh  pay ; 
that  It  was  pcrfcftly  true  there  had  been  tumults  and  infurre^tioqs 
in  the  province  adjoining  to  the  Begum's  jaghire ;  but  thefe  were  to 
be  attributed,  in  his  opinion,  to  the  opprcflions  of  Colonel  Hanna^ 
and  his  officers,  not  to  the  interference  of  the  Begums  or  their  eu- 
nuchs j  and  therefore,  lie  contended,  there  was  no  real  ground  for 
tlie  feizing  upon  their  treafures  and  treating  them  in  the  fevcre  and 
oppreffive  manner  in  which  they  had  been  treated.  His  Lordfhip 
concluded  with  declaring  that,  to  his  conviftion,  Mr.  Haftings 
ought  not  to  be  acquitted  of  the  charge,  but  that  the  managers  ha^ 
ihade  it  good. 

The  Earl  of  MORTON  rofe  immediately  after  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, and  faid,  he  was  much  furprifed  to  hear  the  learned  Lord 
fay,  that  no  proofs  had  been  given  of  the  rebellion  of  the  Begums. 
Did  his  Lord(hlp  lay  no  Arcfs  upon  the  i^rong  h&s  ftated  in  the 
affidavits,,  and  the  pointed  evidence  given  in  Weftminfter  Hall  by 
many  very  rcfpedlable  officers,  relative  to  the  Begum's  foldiers  hav- 
ing been  af^ually  taken  in  arms  at  Pateeta,  and  the  other  ftrong 
circumftances,  which,  his  LordOiip  faid,  carried  ic^omplete  convic- 
tion to  his  mind,  that  they  took  a  very  adive  part  in  that  rebellion  ? 

Lord  THURLOW,  in  reply,  went  much  at  lar^e  into  a  cir- 
cumfbntial  ftatement  of  the  cafe  of  Rafael  ?.nd  Governor  Vcrelft, 
froni  Blackdone's  reports,  and  declared  what  had  been  his  opinion 
upon  fuch  a  cafe  at  the  time  that  he  was  Attorney  General,  com- 
municated again  and  again  to  Sir  Stanier  Portien,  the  Under  Se^ 


«nJ  thnt  to  their  exertions  I  conlidcr  mylelf  greatly  indebted  for  the 
cciiiiplcic  I'uccois  which  attended  that  buliuefs.'* 

ExtraH  from  the  Letter  tftbe  Governor  General  and.  Council  to  the 
Court  of  DtreHors^  dated  the  luh  of  February  1782. 

**  In  order  to  punifli  the  Begum  for  this  daring  ill  conduct  (marching 
an  armed  force  to  oppofe  the  rcfuroption  of  the  jaghircs)  and  to  put  it 
out  of  her  power  to  apply  the  treafurts  which  (he  had  amaflcd  to  the  pur- 
pole  of  raifing  any  further  commotion  in  the  country,  the  Nai>ob  re- 
folved  to  feize  her  wealth,  which  by  the  Mahomedan  law  he  was  entitled 
to  as  an  inheritance  from  his  father,  who  in  the  latter  years  of  his  life 
had  commiited  his  treafury  wholly  to  her  charge,  and  it  remained  with 
her  after  his  death."  »  ^ 
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cretary  of  State,  rcfpcftitig  the  treatment  of  a  French  fubjcft  in 
France,  or  a  Spanifti  fubje«Sl  in  Spain,  through  the  interpofition  of 
this  country.     He  denied,  as  a  lawyer,  the  truth  of  the  propodtion 
hid  down  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  rcfpeding  the  Minifter 
of  the  Britifh  Government  being  legally  amenable  for  any  aS  of  an 
independent  foreign  Prince,  to  one  of  his  own  fubjedls,  and  ton- 
tended  that  Afoph  ul  Dowlah  could  beconGdered  nootherwife  than 
as  an  independent  fovereign  Prince  ;  as  fuch,  we  had  recognized  him 
in  all  our  treaties,  and  in  all  the  a£h  of  the  Britifh  Government  in 
India.     He  fat  upon  the  Throne  of  Oude,  and  was  looked  up  to 
as  an  independent  fovereign  Prince.     He  mud  therefore  not  be 
deemed  for  one  purpofe  the  ojienftbk  Sovereign,  and  the  ojienjibk 
Nabob  and  Vizier  of  Oude,  and  an  independent  Sovereign  and  Na- 
bob for  another.     Having  replied  to  this  point,  his  Lordfliip  pro- 
ceeded to  anfwer  the  remarks  of  the  learned  Lord.     If,  faid  he,  I 
have  fucceeded  in  conveying  to  your  Lordfliips  the  opinions  which  I 
entertain,  I  certainly  did  ilate  the  dependence  of  the  Nabob  upon 
the  Bengal  Government  ns  broadly  as  the  learned  Lord  himfelf  'has 
laid  it  down ;  all  I  contend  is  this,  that  it  was  exercifcd,  and  ne- 
ceflarily  exercifed,  by  all  preceding  and  fucceflive  adminiitrntions 
in  the  fame  manner  :  By  the  majority  in  the  time  of  General  Cla- 
vcring,  by  Mr.  Haftings,  by  Lord  Comwallis,  and  by  Sir  John 
Shore.    Let  me  entreat  your  Lordfhips  to  look  to  the  letter  written 
by  Mr.  Haftings  in  the  year  1777,  to  die  Nabob.     He  there  rc- 
prefents  to  him  in  the  mod  forcible  language,  die  abfolute  neceiTity 
of  appointing  a  Naib  of  charader,  and  inverting  him  with  great 
power :  That  by  no  other  means  can  his  affairs  be  brought  into  or- 
der. He  begs  him  to  difcard  the  unworthy  charaflers  that  furround 
him,  and  one  man  in  |iarticular,  whom  he  mentions  by  name. 
What  is  the  threat  if  his  advice  is  not  fallowed  r   It  is  this,  my 
Lords— The  Englifh  will  not  continue  a  coniiedtion  with  you.      It 
will  be  difhonourable  to  them.     The  advice  was  followed.     The 
Minifter  recommended  by  Mr.  Haftings  was  appointed.     I  mean 
Hyder  Beg  Khan,  the  other  and  the  fuperior,  Huflcin  Rcza  Cawn, 
being  but  a  nominal  Minifter.     Hyder  Beg  Khan  received  from 
Mr.  Haftings  the  ftrongeft  aiTurances  of  fupport  as  long  as  he  conti- 
nued to  execute  the  duties  which  he  owed  to  his  mafter  with  fidcrm% 
in  which  the  intercfts  of  the  Bengal  Government  were  fo  materially 
concerned.     He  received  precifely  the  fame  aflurances  from  Lord 
Comwallis.    In  other  words,  he  was  protcifted,  both  by  Mrl  Haft- 
ings and  Lord  Comwallis,  againft  the  intrigues  of  thofc  men  who 
were  the  companions  of  the  Nabob's  loofcr  hours,  and  \\  Ithoiir  inch 
protedioi)  he  could  not  have  held  his  ft;ition  a  year.  'I'his  MiniJlcr, 
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^ho  in  (oint  of  the  articles  before  your  Lordfliips  is  called  an  im^ 
placable  tyrant,  died  while  Lord  Cornwsfllis  was  upon  the  coaft  in 
the  year  1791.  His  Lordfliip,  in  his  letters  to  the  DitedorSj 
laments  his  death  as  a  great  public  misfortune,  both  on  account  c^ 
his  attachment  to  the  Englifh,  and  his  abilities,  which  were  profef- 
fedly,  his  Lordlhip  fays,  fuj^rior  to  thofe  of  any  other  perfon  in  the 
Nabob's  dominions.  But  to  (hew  that  the  influence  of  the  Bengal 
Government  is  now  what  it  always  has  been  over  the  Nabob,  Lord 
Comwallis  writes  that  the  Nabob  had  declined  to  appoint  a  Prime 
Minifter,  from  the  time  of  Hydet  Beg*s  death  until  his  Lordfliip's 
letuffi  to  Bengal.  It  is  therefore  pcrfeflly  clear  that  the  Nabob  has 
at  all  times  been  under  a  fimilar  degree  of  influence  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  Bengal.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  has  read  all  that 
corrcfpondcncc  between  Mr.  Middlcton  and  Sir  Elijah  Impcy,  and 
between  Mr.  Midddleton^  and  Mr.  Haftings,  to  which  I  have  fo 
fully  alluded,  that  I  will  not  go  over  it  again.  I  admit  as  diftinc^ly 
as  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  can  defire  me  to  admit,  tl\ar  between 
the  19th  of  September  and  the  26th  of  December  1781,  the  Na- 
bob did  (hew  an  extreme  unwillingncfs  to  adopt  thofc  very  rocafurcs 
which  in  the  month  of  September  he  appeared  firmly  determined  to 
adopt.  I  admit  that  Mr.  Middleton's  letters  pmve  the  facl  moft 
fully.  The  learned  Lord  has  alfo  faid  a  good  deal  of  that  private 
letter  of  Mr.  Middlcton,  which  accompanied  his  public  letter  of  the 
26th  of  December,  in  which  he  offers,  if  the  public  letter  is  not 
fatisfadlory,  to  alter  it,  fo  as  to  make  it  conformable  to  Mr.  Haft- 
ings's  wifhes;  but  adding,  that  if  he  had  nnftakcn  Mr.'Haftings's 
intentions,  he  was  very  forry  for  it.  He  had  really  conceived  the 
folc  end  which  Mr.  Haftings  had  in  view  by  the  treat)'  of  Clitmar 
was  to  obtain  the  payment  of  the  Nabob's  dcb.t  in  the  (horteft  pofllble 
time.  I  am  fureit  muft  have  been  by  mere  accident  that  tl^e  noble 
and  lenrncd  Lord  had  not  ordered  the  clerk  to  read  Mr.  Haftingss 
anfvver  to  that  letter,  which  was  a  reply  to  the  whole  fcries  of  Tvlr» 
Middletofi's  private  letters.  It  is  imijortaiit  indeed,  and  in  mr 
mind  removes  every  degree  of  doubt  and  fufpicion  tint  can  arifc  upon 
tiiis  article  in  the  brcaft  of  nny  candid  man.  Mr.  Haftings,  in  terms 
of  ftrong  indignation,  tells  Mr.  Middlcton,  "  I  have  been  deceived : 
I  know  not  yet  by  whom."  He  goes  on  to  exprefs  his  furprifc  at 
the  contents  of  Mr.  Middlcton's  letters.  "  The  refumptron  of  tlie 
jnghires,"  iiiys  he,  '*  tliough  a  uicnfure  to  which  the  Nabob  origin 
nully  folicitcd  my  confcnt,  three  months  ago,  is  but  at  this  moment 
about  to  be  commenced,  and  againft  the  Nabob's  inclination.  You 
expect  refiftance.  You  apply  to  Colonel  Morgan  for  a  regiment*' 
You  write  to  pic,  thar  unlcfe  you  are  much  miftaken,  a  larger  foroc 
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will  be  neccflfaiy.  Unwilling  to  rifle  the  reputation  of  our  army, 
or  to  fritter  away  our  force  by  dc^tachments,  I  order  a  larger  force, 
acnd  then  you  tell  me  the  Nabob  will  never  be  brought  to  confent  to 
tht  meafure ;  and  Mr.  Johnfon  writes  to  me,  that  it  will  be  putting 
tke  temporary  brigade  upon  him  again." — "  Thcfe  (fays  Mr.  Haft- 
ings]  arc  abfolute  contradictions.  I  will  not  (he  adds)  divide  the 
brigade  at  Cawnpour  while  the  Marattas  are  on  our  frontier,  and 
the  peace  with  them  fo  recently  concluded.  I  have  written  to  the 
Nabob,  fays  Mr.  Haftings,  and  do  you  tell  him  that  I  do  not  wifti 
to  interfere  in  his  affairs  againft  his  inclinations  ;  but  I  will  not  fa- 
aifke  the  Company's  interefts  to  the  oaprice  of  his  advifers.  Let 
him  pay  the  debt  now  due,  and  I  will  withdraw  all  our"  foves> 
and  the  refidcnt's  office,  but  I  will  not  fuflfer  his  alliance  to  be  a 
clog  inffead  of  an  advantage  to  Bengal."  "  Be  cautious  (he  fays) 
that  the  Nabob  docs  not  milconccive  my  letter  as  bearing  any  ex- 
preflion  of  difplcafurc  towards  him.  I  think  him  too  deceived.  I 
wi(h  him  to  regard  me  as  his  friend,  and  to  confide  both  in^my  faith 
and  attachment.  I  am  willing  to  give  him  undoubted  proofs  of 
both.  I  will  do  nothing  for  the  prefcrvation  of  his  inteircfts  againft 
his  will ;  but  I  will  not  hazard  the  fafcty  and  honour  of  our  arms, 
nor  facriffce  the  Company's  interefts  and  rights,  to  the  caprice  of 
his  advifers." 

He  adds,  that  his  reputation  may  fuffer  from  the  delays  that  have 
taken  plaoe,  and  he  delires  that  all  Mr.  Middleton's  letters,  in  fu- 
ture, may  be  official,  that,  if  neceflfary,  he  may  make  a  public  re- 
ference to  them.  It  is  impoflible  for  any  of  your  Lord(hlps  to  read 
this  letter  without  being  convinced  that  Mr.  Haftings  was  in  a  very 
high  degree  offended  at  the  letter  which  Mr.  Middleton  had  written 
to  him ;  and  it  is  equally  clear  that  he  does  not  impute  to  the  Na- 
bob the  debys  that  had  taken  place.  The  letter  written  by  Mr. 
Haftings  to  the  Nabob  produced  an  immediate  cffeft.  The  Nabob 
tbanks  him  for  his  advice,  and  promifes  to  follow  it,  which  he 
does. 

Mr.  Middleton  in  his  evidence  imputes  all  this  verfatility  in  the 
Nabob's  difpolition,  to  the  influence  of  his  perfonal  favourites:  i 
have  not  a  doubt  of  the  fad,  and  am  convinced  from  the  whole  tc- 
aor  of  the  evidence,  that  the  Nabob  was  induced  to  at^  as  he  did, 
•not  tafave  the  jaghire  of  his  mother,  but  to  prevent  the  refumption 
of  &e  jaghircs  of  his  favourites.  You  have  it  in  evidence,  mf 
Lords,  that  as  early  as  Mardi  1776,  he  urged  his  mother,  throu^ 
Mr.  Btifiow,  to  accept  money  in  lieu  of  her  js^lures,  becaiife,  a9 
Jie  fiiidy  .two  Tulexs  were  too.  much  for  one  country. 
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The  noble  and  learned  Lord  farcly  does  not  mean  to  imprcft 
your  Lordships  >K'ith  an  idea  that  Mr.  HaHings  meant  to  compel  the 
Nabob  by  force  to  refume  the  jaghircs,  or  to  take  the  treafurcs. — 
The  troops  uncfer  Britiih  officers  had  been  placed  in  Oudc  at  the 
Nabob's  dcfirc,  and  for  tlie  proto5\ion  of  his  country.  It  never 
^as  the  intention  of  Mr.  Haftings  to  ufc  force,  if  we  may  judge 
from  all  that  appears  in  evidence.  On  the  contrary,  Mr.  Haft- 
ings moft  exprefsly  fays,  that  he  will  not  interfere  in  the  Nabob*8 
internal  government  againft  his  confent,  and  that  he  is  ready  to 
withdraw  the  refident  and  all  the  troops  that  are  in  Oude,  and  to 
break  off  the  connection  between  the  ti^o  countries,  if  the  Nabob 
dc''.;  cs  it.  I  have  fo  fully  explained  already  the  nature  of  the  com- 
pultion  ufed  by  Mr.  Haftings,  that  I  believe  your  Lord(hips  arc 
fully  convinced  it  is  very  different  indeed  from  that  fort  of  compul* 
fion  defcribed  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord. 

The  noble  and  learned  Lord  fuppofes  that  the  oppreflions  alledged 
to  have  been  committed  by  Colonel  Hannay,  were  die  real  caufe  of 
the  infurrections  in  September  1 78  ^.  As  the  Manager  who  fum- 
mcd  up  the  evidence  on  this  article  profeflfed  to  entertain  the  frnic 
fentiments,  I  was  led  to  a  vcr)'  minute  examination  of  the  evidence 
to  this  particular  point.  ^  But  fo  far  from  finding  any  thing  in  it  to 
juftify  fuch  a  conclufion,  I  muft  freely  confefs,  my  Lords,  that 
the  fafl  of  the  exiftcnceof  Colonel  Hannay 's  oppreflions « is  by  no 
means  eftabliflied — It  is  mere  idle  rumour.  Mr.  Holt's  evidence 
is  fo  very  general,  that  I  can  make  nothing  of  it.  He  went  out  a 
boy,  between  fifteen  and  fixtcen  years  of  age,  with  Sir  Eyre  Coote, 
in  1779  ;  and  in  the  next  year  he  was  in  Barrcetch  and  Gorruc* 
pore.  He  knew  nothing  of  the  ftate  of  thofe  Countries  prior  to  that 
period.  He  talks  of  feeing  mud  forts,  bamboo  prifons,  where 
renters  were  confined  for  their  balances.  He  fays,  the  country  had, 
as  he  has  heard,  an  unfavourable  opinion  of  Colonel  Hannay,  and 
in  converfation  he  has  heard,  that  he  was  worth  tliirty  l^cks  of  ru- 
pees, or  three  hundred  thoufand  pounds  fterling. 

Captain  Edwards's  evidence  is  equally  loofe  and  unfatisfa£lory  to 
the  point  the  Managers  contended  for.  He  had  heard  that  the  con- 
du<3  of  Colonel  Hannay  was  oppreflive,  but  he  could. fpeak  to  no  par- 
ticular fadl.  Colonel  Ahmuty  fays,  that  he  had  heard  reports  of 
the  inhabitants  of  Gorrucpore  being  much  diflatisfied  with  Colonel 
Hannay,  that  he  knows  nothing  of  particular  fadls,  as  Gorrucpore 
was  fo  diOtint  from  the  place  where  he  commanded:  but,  my 
Lords,  he  adds,  "  all  the  Gorrucpore  diftria  were  a  rebellious 
people,  and  I  believe  were  people  who  never  paid  any  revenue  t» 
the  Nabob  without  Jts  being  very  fcvcrely  enforced. 


A.  1795*  DEBATES.  «« 

In  a  vciy  cariy  period,  long  before  .Colonel  Hannay  weiit  to  Gor- 
nicpore,  that  province  was  dcfcribcd  by  the  Briti(h  refidcnt,  as  in 
fach  a  ftateof  anarchy  and  rebellion,  that  it  could  hardly  be  faid  to 
make  a  part  of  the  Nabob's  dominions.  Major  Lumfdainc,  who 
knew  Colonel  Hannay,  and  well  the  country  he  managed,  fpcaks  of 
him  in  very  high  terms.  There  is  nothing  therefore  upvon  the  evi- 
dence that  goes  to  a  fpecific  hA  of  oppreffion,  committed  by  Colo- 
nel Hannay  or  his  officers.  Three  of  his  officers.  Major  Lumf- 
dainc, Captain  Williams,  and  Captain  Gordon,  were  examined  at 
your  Lordfhips'  bar— Their  tcftimony  is  perfeflly  clear,  and  fully 
proves  that  the  Britiffi  troops  were  oppofcd  by  forces  in  the  Begum's 
pay.  Major  Macdonald,  another  officer  of  Cplonel  Hannay's, 
who  is  ftill  in  India,  diflin<9Iy  ftates  in  his  affidavit,  the  hoftilc 
conduA  of  the  eunuchs  in  the  city  of  Fyzabad,  and  the  critical  fitu- 
itnon  in  which  he  remained  within  fifteen  miles  of  that  cjty,  for 
many  days  after  the  revolt  of  Cheyt  Sing  was  circulated  through  the 
country.  The  notoriety  of  the  rebellion  of  the  Begum  was  fuch, 
that  one  of  the  witneffes  at  your  Lordftiips'  bar,  Captain  Wade,  I 
think,  on  being  afked  by  a  Manager  if  he  was  applied  to  to  make 
an  affidavit,  faid,  that  if  any  one  in  India  had  called  upon  him 
for  fuch  a  purpofe,  he  ftiould  have  thought  they  were  joking. 

Another  point  on  which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  has  laid  a 
confiderable  ftrcfs,  I  have  really  fo  fully  explained  already,  that  I 
am  afraid  of  trcfpaffing  upon  your  patience  by  going  over  the  ground 
again.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  fays,  that  it  ought  to  excite 
fufpicbn  when  we  find  a  man  giving  a  falfe  account  of  the  motives 
of  his  own  eondud^.  He  fays,  Mr.  Haftings  rcprefents  to  the  Court 
of  Direflors,  and  fo  ftates  it  in  his  defence  in  the  Houfe  of  Com- 
mons, that  the  treafures  were  feized  in  confcqucnce  of  the  rcfiftancc 
•  made  ly  the  Begum  to  the  refumption  of  her  jaghires.  My  Lord$i 
I  admit  it  fully  that  he  does  fo  ftate  it.  But  how  ?  Mr.  Middlctbn 
furnifhcd  the  materials  for  the  defence  in  the. Houfe  of  Commons, 
and  did  fo  reprefent  it,  though  he  ddclared  alfo  in  his  e\'idence  be- 
fore the  Houfe  pf  Commons,  and  though  he  has  fworn  before  your 
Lordftiips  that  it  was  determined  to  refume  the  treafures  before  the 
jaghires  were  attacked.  It  is  therefore  beyond  all  queftion  a  blunder,  ' 
and  a  blunder,  as  I  obferved  before,  which  the  Managers  have  al- 
lowed Mr.  Haftings  completely  to  correct,  by  inferting  in  their  evi- 
dence what  they  call  his/econd  defence.  I  admit  alfo,  that  the 
fame  blunder  is  committed  in  the  letter  to  the  DiretSors,  of  the 
nth  of  February  1782,  from  the  Board,  and  that  Mr.  Haftings 
figned  die  letter,  juft  after  his  return  to  Calcutta.  But  the  Board 
Jxicr  the  Directors  moft  particularly  to  all  Mr,  Haftings's  letters^ 
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and  they  fay,  that  by  thofe  it  will  appear  that  it  was  to  ponifli  flie 
Begum  for  her  diring  ill-condudl  in  refifting  the  rcfumption  of  the 
jaghires,  that  the  Nabob  rcfolvcd  to  fcizc  her  treafures.    Now,   my 
Lords,  in  the  letters  of  Mr.  Haftings,  to  t^'hich  the  Board  refer  the 
t)ire(flors,  as  containing  complete  information,  that  gcntlcifiad  moft 
cxprcfsly   ftates  that  he  ftrcnyoufly  encouraged  and  fupported  the 
Nabob  in  feiz.ing  the  treafures,  bccaufe  the  Begum  had  affifted  Chcyt 
Sing  during  his  rebellion,  and  fo  the  Court  of  Direftors  fully  un- 
derftood  it.     To  infer  guilt  therefore  from  a  miftake  of  Mi*.  Mid- 
dleton,  or  from  the  inaccuracy  of  the  Secretary,  in  the  wording  of 
a  general  letter,  is  what  I  am  fure,.  fromjthc  jufticc  and  honour  of 
your  Lordlliips,  you  never  will  do. 

Upon  the  whole,  my  Lords,  I  do  declare  to  you  upon  my  ho- 
nour, that  after  the  fuUcft  inveftigation  of  every  allegation  in  this 
article,  and  comparing  each  moft  carefully  with  the  evidence  adduced 
in  fupport  of  it,  I  am  decidedly  of  opinion  diat  Mr.  H^ftlngs  ou^t 
to  be  acquitted  of  every  part  of  the  charge.  Your  Lord(hips  "wiU 
confider  quo  animo  the  afts  were  done,  which  are  alledged  to  be  cri- 
minal ;  and  I  think  you  will  agree  with  me,  that  Mr.  Haftings 
aftcd.  highly  meritorioufly  in  every  part  of  his  condudl  relative  to 
Oude. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  faid,  it  did  appear  to  him  that 
the  Niabob  (hewed  an  unwillingnefs  to  refumc  the  treafures  and  the 
jagh»res  of  his  mother;  that  as  fo  much  therefore  of  the  chai]gc  was 
in  his  opinion  made  out,  he  could  not  confcientioufly  acquit  IVfr. 
Haftings  of  all  blame  ;  but  what  he  had  faid  was  merely  to  jumfy 
his  own  vote,  and  not  from  a  view  or  an  cxpeftation  of  influencing 
the  judgement  of  anv  one  of  their  Lordfhips. 

The  Bidiop  of  ROCHESTER  faid,  he  could  not  give  a  con- 
fcienlious  vote  of  NouContent  to  the  queftion  upon  the  propofition 
agreed  to  by  both  the  noble  and  learned  Lords',  that  the  Mi™ft^  oi 
one  country  was  not  anienable-  to  die  l;iws  of  that  country,  if  he 
procured  an  independent  foreign  Prince  to  do  an  aft  of  injultice  to 
one  of  that  foreign  Prince's  fubjc6l§,  Juftice,  in  the  cj'C  of  reafbn 
and  morality,  was  due  to  every  individual,  whether  the  fubjedl  of  x 
dcfpotic  Prince  or  a  free  Govcrnnvent.  He  quoted  the  writers  on 
t\\c  jtis  gentiunif  and  in  parricular  GrottuSy  to  fupport  his  argument 
on  that  point.  He  then  referred  to  his  own  ix>tes  of  the  evidence, 
to  prove  that  the  treafures  in  poffeflion  of  the  Bhow  Begum  were, 
excepting  one  eighth  (which  by  the  laws  and  cuftoms  of  Mahome* 
dans  were  her  property,  as  the  widow  of  Sujah  Dowla,}  the  a^fbaal 
property  of  the  reigning  Nabob,  Afoph  ul  Dowla.  His  Lordlhip 
faid,  that  the  treaty,  as  it  was  called,  of  1775,  was  aflually  ufi^^ 
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rious,  and  would  have  been  fet.afide  on  that  ground  by  any  court 
of  law  in  Wellminfter  Hall.  The  refumpdon  of  the  jaghircs  was, 
in  his  (^nion»  a  meaAire  of  found  policy,  and  the  only  meafure 
that  could  afford  a  chance  of  reftoring  order  to  fo  diftra^^ed  a  Go* 
vcmment  as  Oudc.  Whether  tha  meafure  of  fcizing  the  treafures 
originatccl  from  the  Nabob  or  from  Mr.  HaftingSy  made  no  fort  of 
alteration,  according  to  his  view  of  the  queflion.  They  had  clearly 
ioxfcitcd  their  right  to  them.  His  Lordfhip  then,  from  his  notes, 
read  extra3s  from  fomc  of  the  affidavits,  and  from  the  evidenco 
given  in  Weftminftcr  Hall  by  Colonel  Popham,  Lieutenant  Wade, 
Lieutenant  Birrel,  Captain  Symes,  Captain  Grey,  Mr.  Shuldham, 
Captain  Gordon,  Captain  Williams,  and  other  gcntlcmeni  which 
contained,  in  his  opinion,  a  body  of  proof  not  to  be  reftfled.  No 
doubt  could  remain  as  to  the  rebellious  conduct  of  the  Begums,  9£t-> 
ing  in  the  only  way  they  could  ad),  through  their  agents.  To  take 
it  on  another  ground,  and  that  the  ftrongeft  poiTible — the  Nabob 
ow«d  the  Company  a  large  debt:  Mr.  Haftings,  as  Governor  Ge-« 
neral,  ftood  in  the  lituation  cf  the  Nabob's 'principal  creditor  ;  he 
knew  that  the  Nabob  had  fuificient  to  pay  it  in  the  hand  of  a  third 
peribn,  and  he  compelled  the  Nabob  to  take  that  property,  fo  un« 
juftly  held  from  him,  and  apply  it  to  the  difcharge  of  his  debt  'O 
the  Company  among  others.  What  was  there  illegal  or  unfair  in 
a  creditor's  purfuing  fueh  a  line  of  condud  ?  The  adts  thcrctbre 
were  juftifiable  without  reibrting  to  the  plea  of  neccfiity ;  but  the 
neccQity  had  been  proved  in  the  cleared  manner ;  and  his  Lordfliip 
had  no  hefitation  in  faying  that  Mr.  Hadings  iavcd  India  by  the 
meafure  which  he  adopted  in  Oude,  fubfequent  to  the  treaty  of 
Chunar.  ^ 

The  quefibn  was  then  put,  on  Lord  Thurlow's  motion.  The 
Not'Centents  were  declared  to  have  it,  and  the  whcje  charge  was  ne- 
gatived by  one  vote.— Adjourned. 

Wednejday^    I  %th  March. 

The  Earl  of  GUILFORD  faid,  that  as  their  Lordlhips  had 
made  confiderable  progrcfs  in  the  cafe  of  Mr,  Hadings,  and  might 
perhaps  foon  come  to  a  determination,  it  would  not  be  proper  to  in* 
cerrupt  them  with  other  public  bulinefs  in  the  interim.  He  there* 
fcre  fhould  poApone  the  motion  which  he  intended  on  Monday 
next,  to  Monday  fe'nnight,  for  which  day  he  moved  their  Lord* 
fliips  to  be  fummonetfr-i^Ordcred. 

Thurjday^   \  <)ih  March. 
if  o  ddat^f 
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Trld^yt   2otb  March* 

The  Houfe  refolved  itfelf  into  a  Committee  at  half  pail  three 
this  day/ when 

Lord  THURLOW  rofe  to  lay  before  their  Lordfliips  the  cvU 
dence  as  it  appeared  to  him  to  apply  to  the  charge  of  prcfents,  dat- 
ed by  the  Commons  to  have  been  received  corruptly  by  Mr.  Hafi- 
ings  in  fome  inftances,  and  in  others  in  breach  of  an  ^&  of  Parlia- 
ment.  His  Lordihip  faid,  that  long  before  the  return  of  Mr.  Haft- 
ings  to  Great  Britain,  he  certainly  had  formed  a  very  high  opinion 
both  of  his  talents  and  of  his  fuccefsful  exertions  in  the  public  fer- 
vice,  during  his  very  long  adminiftration  ;  and  he  had  fully  declared 
his  opmion  of  this  gentleman's  charadter  to  their  Lordfliips  many 
years,  ago.  He  had  met  with  nothing,  on  a  clofcr,  review  of  the 
particular  meafures  of  his  adminiftration,  to  induce  him  to  change 
that  opinion.  But  he  confeiTed  that  he  looked  upon  the  charge  now 
before  their  Lordflnps  as  one  which  in  all  its  parts  deferved  their 
moft  mature  and  careful  examination.  He  freely  admitted  alio 
that  he  dilliked  prefents  ;  when  offered  as  benevolences  from  per- 
fons  of  inferior  (Nations  to  Princes  (and  in  that  charafter  Mr.  Hait- 
ings  certainly  moved  while  in  India,)  they  often  merited  the  name 
of  extortion  ;  when  tendered  as  prefents,  they  generally  meant  cor- 
ruption. But  at  the  fame  time  that  he  called  upon  their  Lordfhips 
tn  (ift  the  evidence  to  the  bottom,  it  was  not  neceifary  in  fuch  a 
Court,  to  caution  them  as  judges  to  difmifs  from  their  remembrance 
all  that  they  had  heard  that  was  extraneous  both  to  the  evidence  and 
the  charge.  Inferences  were  not  to  be  received,  and  he  was  furc 
they  would  not  be  received  by  their  Lordfhips  as  fubftitutes  for 
proof.  It  had  been  often  remarked,  that  if  it  were  poffible  to  lift 
this  bufinefs  of  the  prefents,  or  if  the  evidence  offered  had  been 
admitted,  much  more  would  have  been  difcovered  than  has  yet  been 
brought  to  light.  Thefe  obfervations  were  not  to  be  attended  to. 
Their  Lordfhips  would  not  be  biaifed  by  the  remark  fo  often  re- 
peated, that  Mr.  Haftings  might  have  received  many  more  prefents 
than  thofe  which  arc  noticed  in  the  charge.  No :  The  Coart 
would  determine  by  the  evidence,  and  by  thofe  inferences  only 
which  were  fairly  to  be  concluded  from  it.  They  were  bound  to 
believe,  as  the  faft  undoubtedly  was,  that  by  the  indudry  of  the 
profecutors,  and  by  the  attention  of  the  defendant's  counfd,  the 
whole  truth  was  fully  and  completely  before  them. 

The  article,  entitled  Prefents,  was  divided  into  two  parts,  and 
the  firft  claufe  in  the  charge  applied  to  the  prcfent  laft  received  ;  yet 
the  Commons  had  very  properly  purfued  a  different  mode  in  bring- 
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ing  the  fubjcft  bcfore'their  Lordlhips*  One  year  (1789)  was  eiyi- 
ploy^cdby.  their  Lordfliips  in  receiving  evidence  as  to  the  presents 
alledged  to  have  been  taken  corruptly  in  tlie  years  I77«>  I773» 
md  1774. 

The  next  year  of  the  trial  (1790)  was  employed  in  adducing 
evidence  to  prove  the  receipt  of  prefents  in  the  years  1780,  1781, 
1782,  and  1783;  that  is,  the  prefents  foi*  which  Mr.  Haftings 
has  accounted  to  the  Company :  So  that,  in  the  intermediate  period 
of  (ix  years,  it  is  not  charged  that  Mr.  Haflings  received  any  pre* 
fcnt  whatever.  In  the  firft  period,  that  is,  between  1772  and 
and  1774,  Mr.  Haftings  is  charged  with  receiving  three  lacks  and 
fift}'.ibur  thoufand  rupees,  as  bribes  for  certain  appointments  which 
he  made  at  Moorfliedabad  in  1772.  He  is  alfo  charged  with  re- 
ceiving four  lacks  and  forty- four  thoufand  rupees  from  the  Ranee 
fiowannee,  who  is  tlie  female  Zemindar  of  Radftiaee,  and  with  ap- 
propriating to  his  own  ufe  forty  thoufand  rupees  a  year,  from  the 
falary  of  the  phoufdar  of  Houghly.  Your  Lord(hip8  will  obferve 
that  he  is  fuppofed  to  have  taken  all  this  money  in  the  firongeft 
fenfe  of  the  words,  vmJI  corruptly  \  as  bribes  or  brokage  for  appoint- 
ments to  offices. 

The  fums  taken  at  the  latter  period  I  (hall  now  but  barely  men* 
tion,  becaufe  they  will  require  a  feparate  confideration  entirely.-'^ 
The  (ird  fum  was  the  two  lacks  taken  from  Cheyt  Sing  in  1780, 
which,  by  die  mode  of  its  being  entered  upon  the  public  accounts, ' 
did  appear  to  be  the  property  of  Mr.  Haflings.  Whether,  from 
circumftanccs  which  I  (hall  not  now  go  into,  tliat  fum  w^s  not  fo 
difclofed  as  to  make  it  bona  fide  the  Company's  money  the  infbmt  he 
took  it,  will  be  for  your  Lordfliips  hereafter  to  determine. 

The  Bcxt  is  a  receipt  of  two  lacks  from  Patna,  entered  under 
flic  head  of  Durbar  chaiges,  and  received  in  April  1781.  ' 

The  next  is  a  fum  of  fifty-eight  thoufand  rupees  entered  alfo  as 
Durbar  charges,  and  it  is  followed  by  the  large  prefcnt  of  one  hun- 
dred thoufand  pounds,  received  from  the  Nabob  Vizier  by  bills  in 
1 7  8 1 ,  which  bills  were  not  fully  paid  until  March  1782.  Thefc 
fums  were  alfo  entered  under  the  head  of  Durbar  charges.  By  be- 
ing fo  entered,  they  immediately  became  the  property  of  the  Eaft- 
India  Company,  and  were  open  to  any  fort  of  inveftigation  abroad 
or  in  England.  Your  Lordfliips  will  at  oikc  fee  that  thcfe  charges 
involve  a  very  different  cafe  from  the  former.  I  (liall  not  go  into 
them  at  prcfenr. 

The  lail  is  the  prcfent  from  NobkilTen,  which  being  in  fome 
nicafur^  diftcrcru  from  the  three  preceding  articles^  will  require  a 
^arate  conj^derativ^n  alfo. 
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At  the  prcfcnt  moment,  my  Lords,  I  (hall  cntJwly  confine  my  ob- 
fervsittons  to  the  evidence  which  applies  to  die  cafe  of  die  prefents 
alledged  to  have  been  received  in  the  years  1772,-1773,  and 
1774;  that  is,  to  the  prefcnts  which  Mr.  Hayings  is  diarged  to 
have  received  for  corrupt  appointments  to  offices  in  Bengal,  by 
wiiich  he  added  nearly  one  hundred  thoufand  pounds  to  his  private 
fortune.  I  will  confcfs  to  you,  my  Lords,  that  when  a  chaige  of 
this  very  fcrious  nr»ture  was  preferred  by  fo  great  a  body  as  the  Houfe 
of  ComnfKms,  I  conceived  it  to  be  moft  important  indeed  ;  i  bc- 
lic\'ed  that  thofc  who  framed  the  charge  were  prepared  to  fupport  it 
by  fomc  ftrong  evidence  that  had  recently  been  difcovercd..  Your 
Lordfhips  all  know,  thit  the  Legiflature  has  often  re-appointed  Mr. 
Haftings  to  the  high  office  of  Governor  General  of  Bengal  -fubfe- 
quent  to  the  period  when  the  matter  which  forms  this  part  of  the 
diargc  of  prefcnts,  had  been  very  fully  difcuflfed  in  England. '  Your 
Lordffiips  all  know  that  in  die  year  1 7731  the  miniftcr  of  that  day 
held  up  Mr.  Haftings  to  die  view  of  the  Hoofe  of  Commons  as  a 
man  who  was  proof  againfl  thrtt  fort  of  temptation,  which  .^  very 
great  diara<5lcr  had  publicly  faid  the  moft  virtuous  man  was  not  able 
to  refift.  It  is  nearly  nineteen  years  ago  ftnce  I  was  called  upon 
in  another  fituation  to  confider  and  to  give  my  opinion  on  one  of  the 
;naterial  points  in  the  charge  now  under  your  Lordihips'  confidcra- 
tion.  I  did  not  therefore  conceive,  that  fads  which  at  that  period 
were  tiot  deemed  worthy  of  pubFic  inquiry,  would,  after  the  lapfe  of 
lb  many  years,  have  been  thought  matter  for  impeachment,  unlefs, 
which  I  fuppofcd  to  be  the  cafe,,  fome  ftrong  and  decifive  evidence 
on  the  points  alluded  to,  had  been  difcovered.  In  that  cafe,  I 
Ihould  have  held  the  argument  often,  urged,  that  twenty  years  had 
elapfed  finde  the  whole  cafe  had  been  referred  to  England,  to  have 
been  fallacious  and  nugatory.  No  diflance  of  time,  no  public  fer- 
vice,  no  parliamentary  appointments,  ought  to  fcrecn  a  man  from 
puniihment,  who,  charged  with  the  government  of  an  empire,  has 
taken  bribes  for  official  appointments.  I  have  therefore,  my  Lords, 
looked  widi  all  the  diligence  in  my  power,  through  the  evidenoc 
which  has  been  given  in  fupport  of  this  charge. 

With  refpcA  to  the  Ranee  Bowannee,  from  whom  Mr.  Haftings 
is  accufed  of  having  extorted  the  laige  fum  of  forty-four  thoufand 
pounds  fterling,  there  certainly  is  not  one  tittle  of  evidence  to  fup- 
port the  charge,  nor  can  I  find  even  the  name  of  this  perfon  men- 
tioned in  any  part  of  the  evidence.  No  evidence  has  been  offered  to 
Tupport  another  allegation.  Mr.  Haftings  is  chaigod-with  receiving 
four  thoofand  pounds  a  year  from  the  faiaiy  of  Khan  Jehan  Khan, 
w^ho  wa^  Phoufdar  of  Houghly  ^  but  there  is  nQ  evidence  offiatcd  to 
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fuppcMt  the  charge,  and  confequently)  on  both  thefe  allegations  Mr. 
Haftings  mud  be  acquitted. 

The  only  remaining  charge  is,  that  in  the  year  1772,  Mr.  Haft- 
ings  corruptly  received  three  lacks  and  iiity-four  thoufand  rupees, 
ncaiiy  forty  thoufand  pounds,  from  Nundcomar  and  Muny  Bcgunfi, 
for  s^pointing  the  fon  of  the  former  Duan,  and  the  latter  guardian 
to  the  Nabob  of  Bengal. 

Your  Lord(htps  will  recol]e£t  that  one  whole  year  was  employed 
in  Wcftminfter  HatH  in  this  part  of  the  charge  ;  I  will  endeavour, 
therefore,  as  ihortly  as  I  am  able,  to  lay  before  your  Lordihips  the 
rdult  of  the  evidence  upon  it,  as  it  Arikes  my  mind. 

In  the  month  of  May  1765,  Lord  CHve  arrived  in  Bengal,  and 
brought  with  him  pofitive  diredions  to  enforce  the  execution  of  cer- 
tain covenants  which  the  direAors  had  ordered  their  fervants  to  enter 
into.  By  thofc  covenants  every  man  was  bound  not  to  receive  more 
than  one  thoufand  rupees  from  any  Prince,  &c.  in  India  without 
the  conient  of  the  Council,  nor  above  ibur  thoufand  rupees  without 
the  confent  of  the  diredlors.  The  Company,  as  the  charge  aflerts, 
adopted  this  meafure  in  confequence  of  the  extortions  that  had  been 
pra^iifed  under  the  plea  of  receiving  prefents  ;  and,  my  Lords,  it 
is  a  fmgular  fa£t,  that,  after  all  the  laudable  induftry  exerted  in  the 
year  1772,  by  a  Committee  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons  to  difcovcr 
the  perfons  who  had  received  prefents  at  the  two  great  revolutions  'u\ 
Bengal,  it  did  not  appear  that  any  prefent  was  received  by  Mr.  Hay- 
ings, though  ht  had  been  confidentially  employed  bodi  by  Lord 
Clive  and  Mr.  Vanlittart.  In  addition  to  the  coverunts.  Lord 
Cljvc,  in  the  month  of  September  1766,  propofed  that  every  Go- 
vernor ihould  take  a  folemn  bath  at  the  Mayor's  Court  in  Calcutta, 
that  be  would  not  take  a  prefent  for  himfelf,  beyond  the  amount 
fpccified  in  his  covenant.  He  gave  to  a  Governor  one  and  one- 
ci^th  per  cent,  commiflion  on  the  revenues.  He  took  the  oatii 
himfelf.  Mr.  Verelft,  who  fucceeded  him  in  January  1767,  took 
it  alfi).  But  the  dirc6tors  made  a  new  arrangement,  and  gave  the 
Goverixnr  thirty-one  out  of  one  huKdred  ihares,  in  a  commifTion  of 
two  and  a  half  per  cent,  on  the  revenues.  This  totally  dianged  the 
nauire  of  the  oath.  Mr.  Cartier  fusxeeded  Mr.  Verelft  in  January 
1770.  He  did  not  take  the  oath,  and  in  April  1772,  when  Mr. 
Hafting^  fucceeded  Mr.  Cartier,  the  oath  itfelf  was  bcxxmie  obfoletc, 
which  was  the  expreffion  ufed  by  a  witnefis  at  your  bar.  The  mi* 
nagers,  I  think,  wafted  a  great  deal  of  time,  and  very"  unneceflfarily, 
on  this  fubjed,  in  order  to  convince  your  Lordftiips,  that  Mr.-Haft- 
ingg  had  predetermined  to  do  all  thofe  corrupt  a<Sts  which  they  charge 
him  with  having  done,  apd  thcrefoie  evaded  taking  die  oath.  NoWj 
VoL.XLII.  Kk 
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my  Lords,  I  really  think  that  any  man  who  could  commit  the  crimes 
allcdged  againft  Mr.  Haiti ngs,  would  hardly  h'ifitatc  a  moment,  to 
add  the  crime  of  pcrjurj'  to  the  catalogue. 

Lord  Clivc  acquired  for  the  Company,  as.  your  Lordfliips  well 
know,  the  Dewannce  of  Bengal  in  1765.  It  was  his  policy  to 
draw  what  advantages  he  could  from  this  grant  through  the  medium 
of  a  double  government.  In  other  words,  he  not  only  prefctved 
all  the  Mahomedan  forms,  but  he  a<3uallv  committed  toOMahomcd 
Rcza  Cawn  the  entire  management  of  the  revenues,  aiid  the  admi- 
nifhation  of  civil  and  criminal  jufticc  to  the  people.  The  Britiih 
Government  proteded  the  country  by  its  army,  and  received  into 
the  treafur)'  the  public  revenues  that  remained  ^tter  paying  twenty- 
fix  lacks  a  year  to  the  Mogul,  fifty-three  lacks  to  the  Nabob,  and 
twelve  lacks  to  his  minifter  Mahomed  Reza  Cawn,  who  enjoyed 
the  high  title  of  Naib  Soubah.  It  was  the  earned  and  prefling  ad- 
vice of  Lord  Clivc  both  to  his  fucceffor  Mr.  Verelft  and  to  the  dx- 
rci^ors,  that  this  fyftcm  fliould  remain  emir«  in  all  its  parts.  He 
conceived  that  the  intricacies  in  an  Indian  fyftem  of  finance  were 
not  to  be  unravelled  by  Europeans,  arid  that  the  form  of  the  double 
government  was  ncceffary  to  keep  down  the  jealoufy  of  foreign 
nations. 

Thisfyftem  continued  from  1765  until  1772;  your  Lordfhips 
wcU  know  that  from  various  caufcs  the  promifcs  of  Lord  Clive  were 
not  rcalixedy  and  in  fad,  inftcad  of  Bengal  yielding  a  balance  of  a 
million  ilerling  a  year  in  favour  of  Great  Britain,  the  income  l^arcly 
fufficed  to  meet  the  expenditure.  Under  thefe  peculiar  circum- 
f^ances,  my  Lords,  was  Mr.  HafHngs  appointed  to  govern  Benjgal. 
Three  or  four  days  after  he  became  Governor,  in  April  1772, 
orders  of  a  very  important  nature  were  received  from  the  dircdors, 
and  your  Lordlliips  will  fee  that  this  detail  is  nccclTary  to  the  com- 
plete knowledge  of  the  cafe,  becaufe  tlie  prefcnt  charge  originated 
iirom  the  manner  in  which  Mr.  Haftings  executed  thefe  orders. 

He  was  directed,  in  concert  with  his  council,  to  deftroy  the 
whole  fabric  of  the. double  government.  He  was  to  collect  the  re- 
venues, and  to  take  every  mcafure  conncfled  with  them  through 
the  agency  of  the  Company's  fervants.  In  (hort,  my  Lords,  he 
was  to  form  a  fyftcm  for  the  government  of  Bengal,  under  inftruc- 
tions  fo  general,  that  I  may  fairly  fay,  the  whole  plan  was  left  to 
his  judgement  and  difcrecion. 

In  addition  to  thefe  orders,  which  nckrefTarily  involved  the  dif- 
miiTion  c^  Mahomed  Reza  Cawn  from  his  ofHcc  of  Naib  Soubahi 
a  letter  was  written  to  Mr.  Halvings  himfelf,  and  which  in  the 
event  of  his  death  was  not  to  be  opened  by  any  other  pcrfon^  diiefi^ 
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ing  him  immediately  to  iffuc  orders  for  feizing  the  perfon  of  Mnhomed 
Rcza  Cawn,  his  family  and  dependents.  He  was  farther  dircdlcd 
to  onjer  him  to  Calcutta,  and  to  try  him,  on  the  charges  of  hav- 
ii^  embezzled  the  public  revenues,  monopolizing  rice  during  the 
femine,  and  for  leaving  a  balance  unpaid,  from  the  time  of  his 
having  been  the  renter  of  the  province  of  Dacca. 

Mr.  Haftings  was  farther  dircdlcd  to  employ  Nundcomar'in  dc- 
te£Kng  the  mal-pra£liccs  of  Mahomed  Reza  Cawn, .  and  to  afford 
him  the  d^ee  of  countenance  ncceirary  torcfFed  this  purpofe.  The 
diredVors  add,  they  were  confident,  that  the  perfect  knowledge  Mr. 
Hafiings  had  of  the  man's  charafter,  would  prevent  him  from  giving 
him  any  improper  degree  of  powec 

In  the  execution  of  thefe  feverc  orders,  Mr.  Haftings  appears  to 
have  atflcd  with  every  poflible  degree  of  tenderncfs  and  hunrwinity. 
He  wrote  himfelf  to  Mahomed  Rcza  Cawn,  cxpreffing  his  concern 
for  his  (ituation ;  and  to  the  gentleman  who  was  entrufted  with  the 
charge  of  taking  him  prifoncr,  he  recommended  every  kindnefs  and 
attention  that  could  be  fhewn  to  him,  confident  with  the  literal  and 
ftri(5  obe(fience  of  the  orders.  Mahomed  Reza  Cawn  was  broiight 
down  to  Calcutta.  Nundcomar  was  employed  by  Mr.  Haftings ; 
but  the  infamous  means  to  which  he  rcfortcd  in  order  to  convift 
Mahomed  Reza  Cawn,  were  fo  apparent,  that  Mr.  Haftings  tells 
the  directors  his  own  charaScr  had  futtered,  he  was  afraid,  by  the 
fupport  which  he  had  given  to  Nundcomar ;  but  he  adds,  to  your 
vilhcs  I  have  facrificed  my  own  feelings.  In  the  end,  my  Lords, 
Mahomed  Reza  Cawn  was  fully  acquitted  ;  and  though  youf  Lord- 
fliips  have  heard  Mr.  Hailings  accufed  in  Wcftminficr  Hall  of  t;cat- 
if^  him  with  harfhnefs  and  injuftice,  Mahomed  Reza  Cawn  himfelf 
was  fenfible,  as  appears  by  the  evidence,  that  he  owed  his  honour 
and  his  life  to  the  juiHce  and  impartiality  of  Mr.  Haftings. 

I  will  now  ftate  to  your  Lordfhips  the  plan  adopted  by  Mr.  Haft- 
ings for  the  future  government  of  Bengal,  in  the  adoption  of  w^hich 
he  provided  for  the  fon  of  Nundcomar,  and  cxpofed  himfelf  to  the 
prefent  accufation.  It  was  determined  that  a  Committoe  of  the 
council  (bould  proceed  to  Moorfhedabad  ;  Mr.  Haftings  was  prefi- 
dent  of  that  Committee ;  he  left  Calcutta  in  May,  and  returned  in 
September,  having  been  about  two  months  and  a  half  at  Moorfhe- 
dabad.  During  his  dbfence,  he  formed  an  arrangement,  new  in 
«ll  its  parts.  The  lands  were  let  on  leafes  of  five  years.  Courts 
rf  Juftice  were  eftabli(ticd  throughout  the  provinces ;  the  feat  of  go- 
vernment was  removed  to  Calcutta,  with  all  the  ncccffary  offices, 
the  records,  &c.  In  (hort,  in  every  mcafurc  taken  by  Mr.  Haft- 
isgSi  he  appears  to  have  a£ted.  fyftcmatically^  and  widi  a  view  of 
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convincing  the  natives  that  the  Governor  and  Council  of  Bengal 
yifoM  in  future  manage  all  the  details  of  govemment.  Inthccoorfe 
of  the  various  difcuffions  which  neceffarily  employed  Mr,  Haftinga 
and  his  Committee,  thej  were  to  coniider  in  what  manner  they 
were  to  obey  the  orders  which  the  dire<%rs  had  fent  them,  for  ap- 
pointing another  minifter  in  the  room  of  Mahomed  Reza  Cawn. 
The  diredors  had  conceived  fuch  an  appointment  to  be  ncceflaiy,  as 
well  for  tranfa6ling  occafional  bufinefs  with  the  Nabob,  as  to  be  the 
medium  of  communication  with  the  French,  Dutch,  and  Daniih 
Governments  in  Bengal.     After  very  mature  deliberation,  and  well 
confidering  how  far  a  liberal  execution  of  thefe  orders  would  derange 
the  new  fyftcm  of  things,  Mr.  Hadings  determined,  and  with  veiy 
great  propriety  I  think,  to  difobey  them ;  and  fo  far  the  managers 
have  made  good  their  charge*     He  obfervcd,  that  if  any  (ingle  mi- 
itifter  was  to  be  appointed,  with  a  falory  of  three  lacks  of  rupees  a 
year,  which  was  the  order,  it  would  convey  an  idea  to  the  natives, 
that  the  office  of  Naib  Soubah  ilill  fubfiftcd  :  That  it  was  unnecefTary 
for  the  mere  purpofe  of  being  the  channel  of  communication  widi 
foreign  nations ;  and  therefore  he  determined  to  divide  this  fahry 
amongft  three  perfons.     Muny  Begum,  the  widow  of  Meer  Jafficr, 
was  appointed  guardian  of  the  young  Nabobs  and  fuperihtendant 
of  his  houfehold  ;  Goordafs,  the  fon  of  Nuhdcomar,  ni^as  appointed 
Duan  ;  and  RajabuUub,  Rot  Rayan  of  the  Khalfa.     The  Board 
fully  approved  of  two  of  the  appointments  ;  but,  ignorant  of  the 
motives  which  induced  Mr.  Haftings  to  propofe  Rajah  Gcordafs, 
they  oppofed  his  appointment,  on  account  of  the  notoripufly  infa- 
mous charadler  of  his  father  Nundcomar.     The  majority  however 
concurred  with  Mr.  Haftings,  and  all  the  appointments  were  con- 
firmed.    The  charge  goes  upon  an  idea,  that  Muny  Beguiti  was 
really  intrufted  with  great  power  in  the  government  of  the  country, 
and  flie  is  defcribed  in  it  as  a  perfon  wholly  unfit  to  govern  the 
Naibob*s  dominions.     The  manager  who  opened  the  charge,  fo  ar- 
gued it  too ;  but,  my  Lords,  the  whole  evidence  provcsr  the  trudi 
of  Mr.  Haftings's  ailcrtion  when  the  appointment  took  place,  that 
in  faft  (he  would  have  no  authority  be}»ond  the  walls  of  Ae  zenana. 
She  applied  to  him  for  certain  privileges  heretofore  enjoyed  by  the 
perfon  adlir^  as  guardian  to  the  Nabob.     By  allowing  them,  Mr. 
Haftings  would  have  given  her  fome  power,  and,  in  language  per- 
fedly  polite,  he  declined. compliance  with  any  of  her  requefts.     In 
his  letter  to  the  direftors,  Mr.  Haftings  fully  explains  his  rcafons 
for  all  his  actions :  He  tells  the  direftors  that  the  uncle  of  the  Na- 
bob was  the  only  perfon  who  could  have  had  a  fuperior  claim  to 
Muny  3egum  to  the  appointment  in  (}ue{lioq>  and  his  reafons  for 
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prefenirig  die  Bqsimi  are  (6  cltSLTf  ahd  uKleed  (0  unrnifwerable^ 
that  I  am  confident  every  one  of  your  Ldrdfliips  will  be  convinced 
<3f  the  perfect  propriety  of  bis  conduct.  As  foon  as  the  diredors 
had  received  an  account  fronfi  Mr.  Haftings,  of  the  various  tranfac- 
tions  which  ^cre  crowded  into  the  firft  fiit  months  of  his  adminiftra- 
tion,  they  fent  him  a  letter  of  thanks,  and  expreflfed  their  coinpIet6 
^Approbation  of  all  he  had  done^  adding  particularly,  that  they  fully 
jlpproved  the  appointment  of  Muny  Begum.  Your  Lordfliips  there- 
lore  will  confider,  that  diough  the  Commons  have  proved  that  Mr, 
Haftings  difobeyed  the  Company's  (frders,  it  is  proved  alfo  that  in 
their  opinion  he  had  confideraUy  in^revcd  upon  the  plan  l^hich 
they  had  prefcrtb^d. 

The  arrangements  thus  approved  were  fubmitted  to  the  ififpec« 
tion  of  Pariiainent  in  1773,  and  to  the  Minifter'of  that  day  they 
appeared  to  do  Mr.  Haftings  fo  much  credit,  that  he  propofed  to. 
nominate  him  the  firft  Governor  Gcnenil  of  Bengal,  under  the  re- 
gulating ad  of  that  year.  The  new  Government  took  place  in 
Bengal  in  OdobCf  1774.;  ^ftd  your  Lord(hips  have  it  in  evidence, 
tfiat  the  firft  three  rnonths  were  (pent  in  difcuffing  the  political  mca- 
fures  which  Mr.  Haftings  had  adopted  in  that  and  the  preceding 
year.  The  unfortunate  diflcntions  in  the  Council  began>  in  fed, 
on  the  fecoAd  day  that  the  Board  aiicmbled. 

But  it  was  not  until  the  month  of  March,  1775,  that  any  mea- 
fure  was  brought  forward  which  pointed  at  the  private  charadler  of 
Mr.  Haftings.  On  the  1 1  th  of  that  month,  a  letter  was  brought  to 
the  Board  by  Mr.  Francis,  which  he  feidivas  delivered  to  him  pub- 
licly by  Nundcofnar,  who  required  him,  as  a  Counfellor  of  the 
State,  to  deliver  it  to  the  Board.  Your  Lordftjips  have  all  read 
the  letter,  and  a  more  extraordinary  or  a  more  infolcnt  produflion 
never  appeared  undoubtedly,  nor  one  which  carried  felfchood  upon 
Ac  face  of  it  more  ftrongly.  After  ftating  his  fervices  ;  the  pro- 
mifes  which  Mr.  Haftings  had  made  to  him,  to  induce  him  to  dif- 
cover  the  embezxlements  of  Mahomed  Rcza  Cawn,  which  he  fa)'a 
amounted  to  nearly  three  millions  fterling  ;  the  breach  of  Mr.  Haf- 
tings's  promifes  ;  the  enmity  which  he  had  fince  ftiewn  him,  and 
which  he  avows  to  be  hi$  motive  for  what  Ke  is  going  to  relate ;  he 
ftiongly  infinuates  that  Mr.  Haftings  had  received  immenfe  fums 
from  Mahomed  Reza  Cawn,  Sittabroy,  and  others.  He  adds, 
•*  Havii^  fo  for  written  generally,  I  now  come  to  particulars,"— 
and  then  he  ftates,  that  at  various  times  in  the  year  1772,  Mr. 
Haftings  had  received  the  fum  of  three  lacks  and  fifty-four  thoufand 
rupees  from  himfelf,  his  fon  Goordafs,  and  Muny  Begum,  in  con« 
Aderatbn  of  im&ing  th^  appointments  which  I  haye  already  mci^- 
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tioned  to  your  Lordfhips,     After  the  letter  had  been  read  through,* 
Ac  Board  adjourned,   Mr.  Haftings  having  very  properly,  in  my 
mind,  obfcrvcd  upon  the  lingular  circumftance  of  a  member  of  the 
Government  prcfcnting  fuch  a  letter  to  the  Council. 

At  their  next  meeting  another  letter  was  fent  in  by  Nundcomary 
defiring  to  be  confronted  with  Mr.  Haftings,  and  to  bring  proofs  of 
his  diarges  before  the  Board,  In  the  fame  letter  he  tells  the  Board 
that  he  warned  ibrmer  Governors  of  the  confequcnces  of  attending 
to  their  own  intcrcft,  and  not  of  that  of  the  Company.  My  Lords, 
it  is  impoflible  to  read  fuch  a  letter,  and  the  proceedings  which  fol- 
lowed, without  admitting  that  there  was  at  lead  much  indifcnrtion 
in  the  conduft  of  the  majority,  who  wifhed  to  call  Nundcomar  be- 
fore the  Board.  Mr.  Haftings  declared  that  he  would  not  lit  at  th:it 
Board,  the  firft  Britilh  fubjeft  in  India,  p  be  confronted  with  fuch 
m  mifcrcant  as  Nundcomar ;  that  the  propofition  was  made  with  a 
view  to  infult,  to  degrade  him,  and  to  proclaim  the  annihilation  of 
his  power  to  all  Htndoftan ;  but  he  added,  which  is  very  material  for 
your  Lordftiips  to  confidcr,  that  in  a  Committee  of  the  Board  they 
might  hear  all  that  Nundcomar  had -to  fay,  and  they  might  infti- 
ture  any  procefs  they  pleafed.  The  Board  pcrfiftcd,  and  Mr. 
Haftings  declared  the  Council  diflblved. 

Here,  my  Lords,  the  evidence  cndsl  What  pafled  after  Mr. 
Haftings  had  diflblvcd  the  Council,  your  Lohilhtps,  as  Judges, 
cannot  kno'.v,  except  in  fo  far  as  the  proceedings  are  alluded  to  in 
thofe  letters  from  Mr.  Haftings  and  the  majority  to  the  Company, 
which  are  in  evidence.  But  it  is  an  hiftorical  fa£t,  my  Lords,  and 
perhaps  I  may  fairly  be  allowed  to  mention  it,  that  all  the  infor- 
mation given  by  Nundcomar  to  the  majority  was  fubmirted  to  the 
law  ojEccrs  of  the  Comp:iny  in  Bengal,  who  did  not  recommend 
any  profecution  in  India,  but  advifed  the  Board  to  tranfmit  every 
paper,  and  all  the  evidence,  to  the  Company,  who  might,  if  tht 
matter  were  worthy  of  their  notice,  file  a  bill  againft  Mr.  Haftings, 
and  compel  a  difcovcr)^  Thefe  documents  arrived  at  a  time  when 
it  certainly  was  the  anxious  wiih  of  the  Minifter  to  take  any  fair 
and  rcafonablc  groimd  he  could  for  the  removal  of  Mr.  Haftings. 
The  papers  were  all  fubmitted  to  the  law  officers  of  the  CompaiT)', 
who  declared  that  the  informadon  of  Nundcomar,  even  upon  the 
Av  parU  cafe  before  them,  could  not  poflibly  be  true.'  The  rcafons 
for  that  belief  were  -afllgned  at  lengtli :  The  Direftors,  though  a 
majority  of  them  w-cre  very  well  difpofcd  to  oblige  the  Minifter, 
concurred  with  their  law  officers,  and  all  that  rubbilh  and  trafh  re- 
maincd  unnoticed  from  1776  to  th€  year  1789  ^  when,  as  your 
Lordlhips  khuw,  it  was  repeatedly  prelTed  upon  you  by  the  Ma^ 
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nagcrs,  as  containing  proofs  of  the  corruption  of  Mr.  Rafting?, 
and  it  was  very  properly  rejected  by  the  Cocirt.  It  was  never  pre- 
tended by  the  Managers  that  they  had  evidence  to  go  a  ftep  beyond 
this  rejcdled  Jnfortpation  of  Nundcomar :  and  hert,  my  Lords,  I  , 
cannot  avoid  faying — Hard  fate  of  Mr.  Haftlngsl ! ! — The  gentle- 
men of  the  majority  were  fo  indifcreet,  foiar  l  think  I  .may  lay,  as 
to  write  to  the  DireiSors,  in  March  1775,  that  though  Mr.  Haf- 
tings  tlien  called  Nundcomar  a  milbreant,  he  had  been  high  in  his 
confidence,  and  clofely  connc£led  with  him  before  their  arrival :  I 
fay  it  was  indifcreet,  my  Lords,  to  fend  fuch  intelligence  to  the 
body,  in  obedience  to  whofe  commands  alone  it  was  owing  that 
Nundcomar  was  employed  at  all,  or  even  admitted  into  the  prefence 
of  Mr*  Hafting!".  To  fend  fuch  a  letter  to  a  body,  who  had  been 
told  by  Mr.  Haftings  above  a  year  before,'  that  he  had  every  thing 
to  expe£t  from  the  malignity  and  difappoipted  ^imbition  of  Nund- 
comar, who  had  hoped  to  rife  on  the  ruin  of  Mahomed  Reza  Cawn. 
I  fay,  my  Lords,  the  fate  of  Mr.  Haftings  was  hard  indeed  ;  placed 
as  he  was  by  the  Diredlors  in  the  facred  charader  of  a  Judge,  he 
took  every  poftible  means  to  determine  fsiirly  and  juftly  on  the  accu^ 
fadon  againft  Mahomed  Reza  Cawn.  The  acquittal  gave  general 
iatisfadion,  though  Nundcomar  prefumed  to  fay,  he  imputed  it  to 
the  bafeft  corruption. 

I  come  now,  my  Lords,  to  the  next  point  in  this  ehaigc,  on 
which  your  Lordftiips  muft  decide  :  It  is  fully  proved— -Mr.  Haf- 
tii^  himfelf  never  denied  the  h& — I  mean  the  receipt  of  a  lack 
and  a  half  of  rupees  for  zeafut,  a  Perfian  word  for  entertainment, 
which  was  paid  to  Mr.  Haftings  from  the  treafury  of  the  Nabob 
of  Bengal,  and  entered  on  the  public  accounts  of  his  treafurj'  in 
tlieycar  1772. 

It  is  neceftary  to  ftatc  the  circumftances  which  led  to  the  difcuf- 
(ion  of  this  fubjed  ;  they  are  curious,  and  fhew  the  unhappy  fpirit 
which  prevailed  at  the  time  in  the  Supreme  Council.  In  the  month 
of  May,  17751  a  man  employed  in  the  treaftiry  by  the  Begum> 
brought  a  number  of  accounts  to  an  Engliih  gentleman,  and  by 
rbofe,  he  faid,  it  would  appear  that  part  of  the  Nabob's  money  for 
many  years  paft  had  been  embezzled.  The  information  having  been 
given  to  the  Supreme  Council,  they  immediately  diveftcd  the  Begum 
of  her  appointment,  and  deputed  Mr.  Goring  to  Moorfhedabad,  to 
fcize  Til  her  papers,  containing  the  accounts  of  the  Nabob's  expendi-* 
turc  from  the  year  1 7  64  to  1772.  This  gentleman  was  to  deliver 
over  the  accounts,  after  he  had  feixed  them,  to  three  commiflioners. 
Soonaftmr  his  arrival  at  Mooorfhcdabad,  he  fent  a  letter  of  two  lines 
tio  the  Boards  inclofinj  a  wcitten  declaration  from  the  Begum,  that 
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ihc  had  paid  a  lack  and  a  half  of  rupees  to  Mr..  Haftings.  His 
condu6t9  on  the  receipt  of  this  information^  was  cxa6Uy  what  any 
man  would  have  held.  He  exprefles  his  furpriie  that  Mr.  Goring, 
who  was  entrufted  with  a  limited  commiflfion,  and  that  commifiion 
not  to  examine  accounts,  but  to  deliver  them  toothers,  (houldhavc 
felpAed  this  item  for  tranfmiffion ;  he  defires  the  Begum  to  be  aiked 
if  the  ium  was  paid  by  agreement,  by  application  from  him,  or  in 
confoquence  of  eftablidiedaifage  and  cuitom  i  The  anfwcr  is  jclear 
and  dcciiive.  Every  Governor,  (be  fays,  coming  to  Moorlbeda* 
bad,  received  two  thoufand  rupees  a  day  in  lieu  of  provifions ;  h^ 
yond  that  (he  had  not  given  a  fingle  cowrie,  and  every  payment 
would  appear  upon  the  record.  Now,  my  Lords,  as  the  record 
alluded  to  was  in  the  poifeflTion  of  Mr.  Goring,  and  was  to  undcigo 
a  clofe  infpedlion  by  three  commiffioners,  it  is  abfolutely  impofiible 
to  believe  that  Mr.  Haftings  did  receive  any  other  fum  beyond  that 
which  he  never  for  a  moment  denied  that  he  had  received.  Mr. 
Goring  fpeaks  out  fully,  and  with  great  iinccrity  explains  the  bull- 
ncfs*  Mr.  Haftings  had  requeued  that  he  might  be  deiired  to  ac- 
.  count  for  fo  partial  a  felcdion.  Mr.  Goring,  in  reply,  on  the  3d 
of  June,  faid,  the  Begum  gave  the  account,  on  being  eameftly  preiTed 
by  him  to  ftate  how  the  deficiency  arofe.  He  humbly  begs  pardon 
of  the  Board  if  he  has  exceeded  his  duty;  but  adds,  *<  The  extia- 
ordinary  confidence  you  were  pleafcd  to  repofe  in  nie,  and  the  unli* 
mited  power  attending  it,  moved  me  to  exert  myfelf  to  the  utmoft, 
that  the  intent  of  my  appointment  might  not  be  entirely  firuitlefs." 

Now,  my  Lords  after  this  frank  and  plain  declaration,  your 
Lordihips  muft  all  be  convinced  that  the  real  objedl  of  Mr.  Goring's 
appointment  was  to  obtain  for  the  majority  a  full  account  of  all  the 
fums  which  Mr.  Haftings  had  received  at  Moor(hedabad ;  your 
LordAiips  mud  alfo  be  fully  fatisficd  that  the  only  fum  which  Mr. 
Haflings  did  receive,  was  two  thoufand  rupees  a  day,  for  xeafut  or 
entertainment,  agreeably  to  cAablifhed  ufage.  The  Managers  af- 
firm in  the  charge,  and  have  fo  argued  it,  that  this  was  a  fum  re- 
ceived for  an  appointment  to  office,  and  if  it  were  fo  received,  it 
is  a  crime  of  a  tnoft  ferious  nature,  dcferving  the  marked  condemna- 
tion of  your  Lordfhips.  But  I  canhot  find  one  line  of  evidence  on 
the  profecution  which  invalidates  the  declajration  of  the  Begum,  that 
it  was  given  agreeably  to  eftablifhcd  ufage. 

Colonel  Monfon  fays,  he  «has  heard  that  it  has  been  an  eihb- 
Itflied  ufage  for  perfons  of  diftinguifhed  rank,  when  refident  at  the 
courts  of  Eaftern  Princes,  to  have  large  fums  of  money  paid  them 
for  their  tabic  expences  ;  that  Mr.  Haftings  can  fatisfy  die  Dircc- 
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lors  whether  he  did  fo  receive  this  fum,  or  whether  he  has  chatged 
bis  expenccs  to  the  Company  while  he  was  at  Moorflicdabad. 

Now,  my  Lordsj  the  Managers  have  given  evidence  to  prove  that 
the  travelling  expcnces  of  Mr.  Haflings  and  his  fuite  to  and  from  Cal- 
cutta were  paid  ;  the  whole  amount  docs  not  excet <J  three  thoufand 
pounds  ;  and  there  is  alfo  a  general  charge  for  the  Committee  of 
Circuit,  which  cannot  be  applicable  to  Mr.  Haftings.  It  is  per- 
feftly  dear,  therefore,  that  the  expenccs  of  Mr.  Haftings  while  at 
MoorQiedabad  were  not  defrayed  by  the  Company.  The  evidence 
for  the  defendant  carries  the  matter  but  one  ftep  farther.  It  relics 
on  the  Bern's  declaration  that  all  Governors  received  a  fimilar  al- 
lowance, and  the  counfel  prove,  that  as  often  as  the  Nabob  was  in 
Calcutta,  he  received  from  the  Company  one  thoufand  rupees  a 
day  for  zeafut.  But  in  the  evidence  in  reply,  the  Managers  for  the 
Commons  fairly  aijd  candidly,  and  much  to  their  honour,  produced 
evidence  which  the  counfel  of  the  defendant,  with  all  their  induftry* 
had  not  been  able  to  difcover.  The  Auditor  of  the  India  Houfe 
being  called  by  the  Managers,  read  from  a  book  of  public  accounts, 
a  fhteroent  of  the  allowances  made  to  Lord  Clive  firft,  and  next  to 
Mr.  Verelft,  when  they  were  at  Moorflicdabad  as  Governor  ;  and 
no  doubt,  therefore,  can  remain  as  to  the  truth  of  the  Begum*s 
declaration,  that  every  Governor,  while  at  Moorflicdabad,  received 
the  fame  allowance  as  Mr.  Haftings.  With  this  body  of  evidence 
before  you,  I  do  not  believe  that  any  one  of  your  Lordftiips  will  think 
that  the  Commons  have  made  good  any  part  of  the  charge  of  pre* 
fcnt«,  ftated  to  have  been  corruptly  received  in  the  years  1772, 
1773,  ^^^^'  ^774'  '^^^  payment  now  in  queftion  is  exprefsly 
charged  to  be  a  bribe.  The  evidence  certainly  difprovcs  the  charge. 
But  the  Commons  have  given  evidence  to  fliew  the  partiality  of  Mr. 
Haftings  towards  the  Begum,  from  whence  they  would  infer  fomc 
corrupt  underftanding  between  them.  It  no  where  appears  in  the 
evidence  that  fhc  had  embezzled  any  part  of  the  Nabob's  money. , 
AH  will  appear,  ftie  fays,  upon  the  records,  and  flie  fcems  to  be 
completely  juftified.  Your  Lordlhips  heard,  and  witk  much  pain, 
I  am  fure,  a  great  deal  of  coarfe  invedlive  uttered  againftthis  lady. 
She  was  defcribed  as  a  dancing  girl— a  common  proftitute — a  dealer 
in  fpirits  ;  and  many  other  epithets  were  applied  to  her,  which  I 
fhall  not  enumerate  ;  but  I  cerrninly  have  taken  fome  pains  to  trace, 
as  far  as  I  could,  both  from  the  evidence  and  the  hiftory  of  the 
times,  the  real  fituation  of  this  hidy.  I  find  that  the  only  autho- 
rity on  which  flae  has  been  called  a  dancing  girl  by  the  Manager,  is 
a  letter  written  from  a  man  of  the  name  of  Nuned  Roy  to  General 
Clavering,  in  which  he  tells  the  General,  "  Every   day^s  ntws  if 
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tranfmitted  to  you"— -and  then  he  inclofes  a  paper,  which  contain! 
what  he  calls  die  hiftoiy  of  Many  Begum  ;  ftating  that  her  mother 
being  poor,  (he  fold  her  to  a  miftrefs  of  dancing  girls ;  that  (he  came 
to  Moorihedabad,  danced  before  Meer  Jaflicr,  who  took  her  to  his 
houfe,  where  (U*  became  the  mother  of  the  Nabob  Nudjum  ul 
Dowlah.     Herelthe  ftory  ends.  This  young  Nabob  died  in  1766, 
above  the  age  of  twenty  ;  fo  that,  if  credit  is  to  be  given  to  any 
part  of  the  intelligence  of  Nuned  Roy,  Muny  Begum  has  been  at 
Icaft  halfra  century  in  a  very  elevated  (ituation.     She  was  a  woman 
of  high  rank  when  we  were  mere  merchants   in    Bengal*     Lord 
Clive  defcribes  her  fo  far  back  as  1765,  as  the  widow  of  Meer 
Jafficr,  and  upon  the  credit  of  her  teflimony  he  received  a  legacy  of 
live  lacks  of  rupees,  as  a  bcqueft  from  her  late  huftand  Meer  Jafiier, 
which  the  noble  Lord  appropriated  as  a  fund  for  the  half  pay  of  the 
Company's  officers  and  foldiers.     In  her  teftimony  flic  ftates  that 
Mccr  Jaffier  her  hufband  had  exprefsly  direfted  her  to  pay  this  mo- 
ney to  Lord  Clive  on  his  arrival  in  Bengal,  and,  after  receiving  her 
own  fcttlement,  to  diiburfe  the  remainder  in  the  manner  he  had  di- 
Tecled.     Your  Lordfliips  will  find  this  tranfa(^ion  fully  detailed  in 
one  of  the  Reports  of  theJioufe  of  Commons. 

It  appears  from  the  evidence,  that  in  I77i>  Mahomed  Rcza 
Cawn,  giving  an  account  to  the  Governor  of  the  wives  of  Mccr 
Jaffier,  rcprcfcnts  the  deceafcd  mother  of  Meeran  as  the  firft  and 
moft  refpccled  amongft  them.  He  then  mentions  Muny  B^um  as 
the  next ;  but  her  fon,  who  was  Nabob  of  Bengal,  being  dead, 
and  ti.e  mother  of  the  reigning  Nabob  (till  alive,  it  was  proper,  in 
Mahomed  Rc2,a  Cawn*s  opinion,  that  thefe  two  ladies  (hould  be 
'  deemed  of  equal  rank.  Your  Lord(hips  fee  by  the  evidence  in 
what  light  fhe  was  eftecmed  by  Mr.  Haftings  and  his  Council. — 
The  Directors  ordered  her  to  be  difniifled  from  the  office,  to  which 
Mt.  Haftings  reappointed  her,  at  the  exprefs  application  of  die 
Nabob  in  1 778.  She  was  accordingly  removed  in  1780  ;  and  the 
next  evidence  refpedting  her,  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Haftings  to  the 
Directors,  dated  in  November,  1783,  inclofing  a  reprefcntation 
from  the  Begum  of  the  (ituation  which  flie  had  filled,  the  refpedt  in 
which  fhe  had  been  held  in  Bengal  for  fo  many  years,  and  the  hard- 
ftiips  which  (he  had  fuftaincd  in  confequence  of  the  unfortunate  dif- 
forenccs  in  the  Supreme  Council.  If  your  Lord(hips,  from  curk)- 
fity,  fliould  be  inclined  to  perufc  this  letter,  you  will  find  it  in  page 
1092  of  ri\c  Evidence.  It  was  produced  by  the  Managers  ;  and  a 
more  temperate,  affecting,  and  dignified  letter  I  never  read.  It 
proves  that,  whatever  fiiuation  (he  may  have  filled  in  her  very  early 
life,  if  it  be  Hue  that  her  origin  was  low,  Ihc  was  well  calculated  to 
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fuftsdnivith  the  utnioft  decorum  and  propriety  the  high  rank  to  which 
(he  had  been  elevated  by  Mcer  JafBcr.     Time  having  foftened  thofc 
prejudices  by  which  this  lady  had  fo  feverely  fufFeredy  the  Court  of 
Dire6tors,  with  a  humanity  and   a   fenfe  of  juftice  which  well  be- 
came them,  re&rred  this  reprefentation  to  Lord  Cornwallisy  from  a 
convidion  that  the  noble  Marquis  would  determine  upon  the  merits 
of  this  lady  with  the  Ari£lc(l  impartiality ;  and  accordingly,    my 
Lords,  it  appears  in  evidence,  that  a  penfion  was  fettled  upon  her 
of  ten  thoufand  rupees  a  month,  about  twelve  thoufand  pounds  a 
year ;  which  was  within  a  mere  trifle  of  die  extent  of  her  requeft. 
Thus,   my  Lords,  has  this  lady  received  fome  compenfation  for  the 
injuries  which  (he  had  formerly  fuftained  i  and  after  having  held 
the  rank  of  die  firft  woman  in  Bengal  for  near  forty  years,  the  wife 
of  one  Prince,  the  mother  of  another,  and  the  guardian  of  two 
other  Princes  ;  after  having  feen  her  hufband  the  abfolute  Sovereign 
of  Bei^al,  and  the  family  of  her  hu(band  originally  receiving  fifty- 
three  lacks  of  rupees  a  year,  which  has  now  been  brought  down  to 
fixtecn  ;  (he  will  at  leaft  have  the  fatisfoflion,  in  her  latter  days,  of 
being  relieved  from  every  apprehenlion  of  perfonal  wants,  or  pcr- 
fonal   indignities.     Your  Lordfhips,  I  hope,  will  excufe  me  for 
having  detatned  you  fo  long  on  this  part  of  the  cafe.     You  wijl 
recoUcfl  that  the  Commons  deemed  it   fo  weighty  and  important, 
that  they  employed  four  days  in  opening  it  in  Weftminfter  Hall. , 
I  have  examined  all  the  evidence  with  the  utmoft  attention  of  which 
I  am  capable,  and  I  am  convinced  that  it  is  abfolotely  impoffible  for 
your  Lordfhips  to  determine  that  the  Commons  have  made  'good 
any  part  of  the  charge.     The  lack  and  a  half  of  rupees,  it  is  clear, 
was  not  received  as  a  bribe  for  an  appointment  to  office  ;  ccnfc- 
quently  it  is  not  that  crime  which  the  Commons  charge.     It  was  a 
compliance  with  an  eftabiilhed  ufage,  and  would  have  been  received 
equally,  if  no  arrangement  had  been  made  in  1 7  7  2.     I  have  been 
the  more  particular  alfo,  my  Lords,  in  fumming  up  aH  tlic  evi- 
dence in  this  cafe,  becaufc  the  Manager  (Mr.  Fox)  who  replied  on 
this  charge,  and  of  whofe  acutenefs  and  abilities  I  have  a  very  high 
opinion,  profefled  himfelf  to  be  convinced  that  the  Commons  had 
proved  the  charge  of  corruption  in  this  infbmce  moft  completely.    I 
will  not  detain  your  Lordfhips   longer   than  to  move,  "  That  the 
Commons  have  made  good  the  fixth  article,  as  far  as  it 'relates  to  a 
corrupt  receipt  of  three  lacks  and  fifty-four  thoufand  rupees  in  the 
year  1772." 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  faid,  he  (hould  detain  their 
Lordfhips  but  a  very  few  moments,  not  m  ;  ning  to  go  into  the 
circumfbntial  deiail  that  the  Commitiee  had  lieaid  fo  ably  flatcd  by 
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the  noble  and  learned  Lord.  He  was  perfedly  ready  to  admit  that 
the  Commons  had  totally  failed  in  making  good  any  part  of  the 
charge,  except  the  receipt  of  the  lack  and  a  half  of  rupees,  which 
Mr.  Haftings  had  admitted  to  be  true  ;  and  even  though  the  fed  of 
his  having  received  the  lack  and  a  half  was  proved,  yet  there  certainly 
was  no  proof  that  Mr.  Haftings  had  received  it  as  a  confideration 
for  an  appointment  to  office,  which  be  concurr^  with  the  learned 
Lord  in  thinking  would  have  been  a  crifne  of  a  ver^  heavy  nature 
indeed.  He  was  induced  to  fhink  that  if  this  article  had  ftood  alone, 
the  Commons  would  not  have  charged  it.  It  was  mixed  with 
others,  of  which,  under  their  Lord(hips'  rules,  no  evidence  could 
be  given.  It  had  been  diftinftly  proved  by  the  managers  that  it 
was  ufual  for  Governors  to  receive  two  thoufand  rupees  a  day  while 
at  Moorfhedabad ;  and  the  money  paid  firft  to  Lord  Clive,  and 
next  to  Mr.  Verelft  on  the  fame  account,  was  in  evidence.  Aa 
there  was  no  ground  therefore  to  believe  that  Mr.  HaftinJ;s  had  pro- 
longed his  ftay  one  day  at  Moorftiedabad  with  a  view  of  putting  two 
thoufand  rupees  in  his  pocket,  he  certainly  (hould  concur  with  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  ;  but  he  confidently  hoped  tliat  this  pra<5tice, 
which  however  cuftom  might  have  juftified  in  fomc  degree,  no  longer 
obtained  in  India.  He  would  propofe,  in  prefcrence  to  the  learned 
Lord's  motion,  to  put  it.  That  the  Commons  had  made  good  the 
fixth  article,  as  far  as  jt  related  to  a  corrupt  receipt  of  prcfents  in  the 
year  1772,   I773>  and  1774. 

Lord  THURLOW  confentcd  to  the  amendment.  The  motion 
was  put,  and  negatived,  ticmine  dijfenttentc. 

Monday y   l-T^d  March. 

The  Houfe  being  rcfolved  into  a  Committee, 

Lord  THURLOW  immediately  rofe,  to  ftate  to  their  Lordfhip« 
the  nature  of  the  fecond  divifiort  of  the  charge  of  prefents,  and  to 
adduce  the  evidence  which  had  been  given  upon  it,  by  the  managers, 
and  the  defendant's  counfel. 

He  obferved,  that  the  laft  day  on  which  the  Committee  lat,  their 
Lordfhips  had  determined,  nemitte  dljintientc^  that  the  Commons 
had  not  made  good  the  firft  branch  of  this  chai^,  namely,  the  re- 
ceipt of  confiderable  prefents,  for  brokage  and  bribes  for.  the  fale  of 
offices,  the  moft  odious  and  difgraceful  fpecies  of  corruption  th^ 
could  be  charged  againft  a  public  man. 

The  prefent  accufation,  faid  Lord  Thurlow,  is  in  its  nature  ▼«y 
materially  different.  We  are  now,  my  Lords,  to  confidcr  Mr. 
Haftings's  condudt  in  receiving  prefents  between  the  years  1780 
9nd  1784,  to  a  very  large  amount,  for  the  ufc  of  the  Company, 
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as  he  contends ;  but,  as  the  managers  in  argument  have  contended, 
for  his  own  ufe ;  though  at  a  fubfequcnt  period,  as  they  fay,  fear 
induced  him  to  apply  them  to  the  public  fervicc. 

If  the  managers  have  fucceeded  in  proving  that  Mr.  Haflings  re- 
ceived thcfe  prcfcnts,  intending  to  apply  them  to  his  own  ufe,  then 
Mr.  Haftings  muft  be  found  guilty,  and  will  be  punifhed,  as  he  very 
well  defervcs  to  be.  But  on  the  other  hand,  if  your  Lordfhips  (hall 
be  of  opinion  that  he  bona  fide  intended,  at  the  time  the  feveral  prc- 
fcnts were  received,  to  apply  them  in  the  manner  they  a^^ually  were 
applied,  to  the  public  fcrvice,  then  you  will  have  to  confidcr  the 
conftru<3ion  which  the  managers  have  put  upon  the  aft  of  1773, 
by  which,  as  they  fay,  it  became  criminal  to  receive  prefents  for 
the  Company's  ufe.  You  will  alfo  have  to  confidcr  whether  the 
mere  breach  of  that  ftatine  could  now  be  a  matter  of  impeachment, 
fince  the  claufe  relative  to  the  receipt  of  prefents  was  repealed  in 

1784. 

I  do  not  recollc(fl  that  the  mannger*  who  fummed  up  thischax]g« 
on  the  part  of  the  Commons  laid  that  particular  ftrefs  on  the  breach 
of  the  law  at  that  period,  v.hith  he  did  in  fumming  up  the  evidence 
in  reply,  when  it  was  very  ilrenuoufly  contended,  that  Mr.  Hadlngs 
muft  be  convicted  upon  the  breach  of  the  law,  even  if  your  Lord- 
fliips  fhould  be  of  opinion  that  each  prefent  was  received  with  the 
clcarcft  determination  to  appropriate  it  to  the  ufe  of  the  Company. 
It  was  alfo  contended,  and  evidence  was  brought  to  prove,  that 
Mr.  Haftings,  in  receiving  thefe  prefents,  had  afled  againft  hU 
own  recorded  opinion  of  the  true  fcnfe  and  meaning  of  the  a6t  of 
1773.  Now,  my  Lords,  it  has  happened  in  this  inftance  as  it  has 
in  fo  many  others,  that  the  evidence  produced  did  in  iaft  prove  the 
rcvcrfe  of  tlie  manager's  aficrtions.  It  appears  very  clear  to  mc, 
that  Mr.  Haftings  and  the  council  in  Calcutta,  and  the  direftors, 
and  His  Majvfty's  Miniftcrs  at  home,  conftru^d  the  z&  in  this  way— 
that  Britidi  fubjefls  in  India  might  receive  prefents  for  the  Company's 
ufe,  though  they  were  intcrdidlcd  from  receiving  them  for  their  own 
ufe.  This  appears  pcrfc6lly  clear  from  what  adually  pafTed  relative 
to  a  prefent  from  Siljah  Dowlah  to  a  brigade  of  Britifti  forces  in  the 
year  1774.  Mr.  Haftings  faid,  that  the  aft  actually  precluded 
the  officers  from  accepting  that  prefent,  but  advifed  its  being  re- 
ceived as  a  depofit  in  the  Company's  treafury ;  and  he  promifed  the 
army  to  recommend  their  cafe  ftrongly  to  the  Court  of  Directors. 
The  prefent  was  received  from  Afoph  ul  Dowlah,  lodged  in  the 
Company's  treafury,  and  diftributed  by  an  order  of  the  Court  of 

♦  Mr.  Fox. 
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Direftors,  which  order  was  approved  by  the  Board  of  Conttouly 
while  the  noble  Lord  who  now  fits  in  the  chair  at  your  ta^le,  wa» 
a  Member  of  that  Board,  and  his  name  appears  to  the  letter  of  ap- 
probation. 

It  will  not  therefore  be  contended  here,  though  it  was  in  Wcft- 
minftcr  Hall,  that  Mr.  Haftings  has  held  two  opinions  as  to  the 
true  intent  and  meaning  of  that  acl.  He  took  prefents  every  year 
of  his  government,  cither  of  fm,al!  amount,  or  to  a  confidcrable  va- 
lue, and  brought  them  to  the  Company's  credit. 

The  prefents  which  yet  remain  to  be  confidered  iifter  in  fomc 
circumAances :  I  (hall  therefore  follow  the  rule  fo  wifely  laid  down 
by  your  Lordfliips,  and  tjke  them  up  feparately. 

The  firft  is  the  prefcnt  from  Cheyt  Sing,  received  in  June  1780, 
Your  Lordfhips  Mill  fee  that  this  prefent  is  entered  as  a  depofitin 
the  Company's  books ;  that  is,  as  a  fum  at  the  command  of  Mr, 
Haftings,  and  making  part  of  his  private  fortune.     Now,  my  Lords, 
Mr.  Haftings  muft  be  convifted  en  this  head,  unlefs,  on  a  fair  and 
full  view  of  all  xhe  evidence,  it  fliall  be  made  out,  to  the  fatisfac- 
ticn  of  your  Lordftiips,  that  he  really  made  that  fort  of  difclofure 
of  this  picfcnt  as  foc/n  as  he  had  received  it,  as  abfolutcly  precluded 
him  from  the  power  of  converting  it  to  his  own  ufe,      I   will  en- 
deavour, as  ftiortlv  as  I  can,  to  rtatc  the  effeft  of  the  evidence  to 
your  Lordfliips,  as  it  ftrikes  my  mind.    In  the  month  of  June  1780, 
Mr.  Haftings  propofed  to  the  Council  the  plan  of  an  expedition  into 
the  province  of  Malwa.      He  expefted  by  this  expedition  to  draw 
Madajce  Scindia  from  Guzzcrat  to  the  defence  of  his  own  dominions; 
and  in  that  event,  it  would  have  been  a  very  powerful  diverfion  in 
favour  of  General  Goddard  ;  or  that  it  would  produce  the  ultimate 
objc£l  which  Mr.  Haftings  hoped  to  attain  by  the  expedition — 2.  peace 
with  the  Marattas,  to  which  he  fuppofed  Scindia  would  be  adverfe, 
as  long  as  he  was  himfelf  at  the  head  of  the  Maratta  armies,  and  as 
long  as  his  own  dominions  fliould  remain  ufiinvaded.     This  plan 
was  oppofed  by  Mr,  Francis  and  Mr.  Wheler,  wlio  formed  the 
majority,  notwithftanding  the  vcr)'  uncommon  earneftnefs  with  which 
Mr.  Haftings  entreated  them  to  leave  the  conduft,  as  they  had 
thrown  the  refponfibility,  of  the  Maratta  war  upon  him.     At  the 
clofe  of  his  propofilion,  he  ufes  thefe  remarkable  expreflions :  "I 
wifli  I  could  (take  my   life  on  the  fiiccefs  of  the  expedition." 
Whether  it  would  have  been  better  for  the  majority  to  have  fub- 
mitted  their  opinions  to  that  of  Mr.  Haftings,  cannot  be  matter  of 
doubt,  bccaufc  the  expedition  did  tajce  place  at  a  period  fomewhat 
later,  and  did  adlually  produce  all  thofe  beneficial  confequences 
which  Mr.  Haftings  had  predicted  from. its  adoption. 
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It  appears,  my  Lords^  from  the  evidence,  that,  after  this  pn>- 
pofition  was  rejcfled,  Mr.  Haftings  fent  for  the  Buxey  of  Cheyt 
Sing,  who  had  offered  him  a  prefent  of  two  lacks  of  rupees  fome 
time  before.  There  is  fome  difference  in  the  (latement  of  the  ground 
on  which  this  prefent  was  offered.  Mr.  Larkins  fays,  that  it  was 
ofiered  on  a  pica  of  atoning  for  the  paft  mifconduA  of  Cheyt  Sing, 
though  really  with  a  hope  of  its  inducing  Mr.  Haftings  to  wave  in 
future  the  demand  of  the  fubfidy.  Mr.  Haftings  in  his  defence  fays, 
that  he  fully  explained  to  Sadanund  the  propriety  and  juftice  of  the 
war  fubfidy ;  that  he  told  him  it  never  would  be  given  up  ^hile  the 
war  lafted  ;  but  on  the  reftoration  of  peace  this  extra  payment  woul4 
no  longer  be  demanded.  He  fays  that  he  teccived  the  fulleft  afTur- 
ances  in  the  name  of  the  Rajah  from  Sadanund,  of  ftridt  obedience 
in  future,  and  an  offer  of  a  prefent  of  two  lacks  of  rupees,  ac- 
companied by  apologies  for  his  former  ill  behaviour.  Mr.  Haftings 
goes  on  to  fay  that  he  cordially  accepted  his  apologies,  but  declined 
the  prefent.  On  the  refufal  of  the  majority  to  confent  to  the  pro- 
polition  of  Mr.  Haftings,  it  appeared  to  him,  that  the  only  objeftion 
urged  againft  the  meafure,  was  the  extra  expcnce  which  would  be 
incurred  by  it.  On  his  return  therefore  from  the  Council  he  fent 
to  Sadanund,  and  told  him  he  had  reoonftdered  his  mafter's  offer, 
would  accept  the  money,  and  defired  him  to  pay  it  to  Mr.  Larkins. 
He  rcquefted  Mr.  Larkins  to  Teceivc  it,  to  fend  it  to  Mr.  Croftes 
the  treafurer,  and  he  informed  Mr.  Larkins  that  it  was  a  fum  tliat 
had  been  offered  to  him,  and  which  he  accepted  for  the  Company, 
in  order  to  remove  the  objections  wliich  had  been  urged  by  Mr.  Fran- 
cis and  Mr.  Whcler  to  the  expedition  againft  Malwa. 

This  was  on  the  21ft  of  June  ;  on  the  26th  Mr.  Haftings  again 
fabmitted  the  fubje^St  of  tlie  expedition  to  the  confideration  of  the 
Board,  and  with  a  degree  of  earncftnefs  that  muft  convince  your 
Lordfhips  it  was  a  point,  in  his  opinion,  on  which  the  fate  of  In- 
dia depended,  as  in  fat^  it  did.  In  his  minute  he  tells  the  Board, 
that  they  do  not  appear  to  have  offered  any  reafonable  objcdlion  to 
the  plan,  except  that  it  would  be  attended  with  confiderabl^  addi- 
tional expcnce. 

"  The  objection  made  to  the  expcnce  (fays  Mr.  Haftings),  is  a 
material  one  ;  but  a  vigorous  exertion  cannot  be  made  without  ex- 
pence,  nor  can  the  war  be  concluded  honourably,  or  profecuted  fuc- 
cefstiilly,  without  fuch  an  exertion.  Feeble  meafures,  and  advances 
for  peace,  will  but  add  to  the  ftrcngth  and  prefumption  of  our  advcr- 
farics,  difcourage  our  friends,  and,  perhaps,  induce  them  to  become 
parties  againft  us." 

In  another  part  of  his  minute  he  fays,  **  The  part  v.  hich  this 
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government  has  hitherto  borne  in  the  war  is  mine ;  the  other  mem- 
bers having  repeatedly  difclaime^  their  fliare  in  the  refponlibility  at- 
tending it.  It  is  hard,  that  while  they  load  me  wittvthe  weight  of 
fuch  a  charge,  they  (hould  bind  my  hands,  and  deny  me  the  means 
of  fupporting  it." 

He  concludes  his  niinute,  my  Lords^  by  dating,  that  whether 
the  troops  which  he  propofes  to  employ '  in  the  invalion  of  Malwa 
are  in  the  field  or  in  cantonments^  their  pay  mud  be  the  fame  $ 
that  the  contingent  expences^  'therefore,  are  all  which  can  fairly  be 
charged  to  the  expedition.  Thofe  contingencies  he  rates  high|  when 
he  fuppofes  they  will  amount  to  two  lacks  of  rupees :  That  fum,  he 
fays,  he  is  defirous  to  contribute  to  carry  his  meafure,  to  which  he 
hopes  there  can  no  longer  be  an  objedtion  ;  and  he  adds,  that  he 
has  already  depofited  it  within  a  fmall  amount,  in  the  hands  of  the 
fub-treafurer. 

The  majority  ftill  perfifted  in  their  oppofition ;  and  there  is  a 
drcumftance  which  ought  to  follow  in  the  evidence,  but  by  fome 
accident  it  does  not,  and  therefore  I  fhall  (late  it,  not  as  making 
part  of  the  cafe,  but  leaving  it  to  your  Lord(hips  to  give  the  circum- 
fbnces  what  confidcration  you  may  think  they  deferve.    Mr.  Mark- 
ham  was  examined  in  Wedminftcr  Hall  on  this  prefent :  He  declares 
himfelf  to  have  been  privy  to  it  at  the  time,  refers  to  the  evidence 
which  he  had  given  on  the  fubjed  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  and 
fays  it  would  fave  time  if  that  were  inferted  as  his  anfwer.      I  pre* 
fume,  my  Lords,  that  a  copy  of'  the  evidence  given  in  the  Houfe 
of  Commons  was  not  at  hand.     The  Commons  went  to  another 
head  of  examination,  and  it  is  left  in  this  imperfedt  way  upon  your 
Lordihips'  minutes      I  have  looked  at  Mr.  Markham's  evidence 
before  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  and  I  And  that  he  veiy  fully  details 
the  communication  made  to  him  by  Mr.  Haftings,  relative  to  this 
prefent.    The  converfation  happened  immediately  after  the  rejeiSion 
of  Mr.  Hadings's  laft  propolition  to  the  Council,  and  he  exprefled 
his  concern  to  Mr.  Markham,  that  he  had  accepted  the  prefent  from 
Cheyt  Sing,  fince  he  could  not  now  make  the  ufe  of  it  that  he  had 
intended.      It  was  by  an  accidental  omiflion  of  all  the  parties,  as 
your  Lordlhips  muft  perceive,  that  the  complete  evidence  is  not  upon 
your  minutes.     My  Lords,  the  next  communication  of  this  prefent' 
was  to  Mr.  Sulivan,  and  it  was  fent  by  a  foreign  (hip  in  Auguft 
1780,  with  liberty  to  Mr.   Sulivan  to  make  any  public  or  private 
ufe  of  it  he  pleafed.      From  all  thefe  circumftances,  which  are  in 
evidence,  I  think  it  appears  moft  clearly,  that  Mr.  Haltings  never 
had  the  moft  diftant  idea  of  appropriating  tliis  money  to  his  own  ufe. 
There  wac  a  fourth  communication^   which  Mr.  Haftings  fuppofcd 
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be  had  made  of  this  prefent,  though,  in  point  of  fud,  he  had  not 
made  it ;  but,  in  the  way  it  ftrikes  mc,  it  gives  great  weight  to  the 
preceding  evidence.  Major  Scott  received  a  letter  from  Mr.  Haft* 
ings,  dated  the  7th  of  December  lySa,  fome  time  in  the  mondi 
of  May  1783,  and  he  underwent  a  very  long  examination  before 
the  Sele£t  Committee  of  the  Houfe  of  Conmions,  which,  by  the  de-  ^ 
fire  of  both  die  parties,  was  read  to  your  Lordihips.  It  appeared, 
that  on  being  aiked  whedier  he  knew  from  whom  the  fcveral  fums 
were  received,  that  Mr.  Haitings  had  accounted  for  to  the  Company, 
he  laid,  that  one  of  the  fums  was  from  Cheyt  Sing ;  and  he  read  a 
part  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Haftings  to  him,  in  which  he  fays,  "  Yoq 
may  remember  the  two  lacks  which  I  received  from  Cheyt  Sing, 
(0  defray  the  expence  of  Camac's  detachment."  Major  Scott  de- 
pofcd,  before  your  Lordfhips,  that  no  communication  had  been  made 
to  him  of  this  prefent,  becaufe  he  had  left  Mr.  Haftings*s  family 
at  the  time  it  was  received,  and  was  on  hi)  way  to  Chunar.  I  in- 
icr  from  this,  my  Lords,  ^at  Mr.  Haftings  had  no  conception  of 
keeping  the  matter  fecret ;  that,  fuppofing  Mr.  Scott  to  have  been 
in  hisfemily  at  the  tirhe  the  prefent  was  received,  he  Conceived  he 
had  communicated  it  to  him,  as  he  certainly  would  have  done^  had 
Mr.  Scott  been  at  Calcutta  at  the  time.  * 

Your  Lordfliips  will  find,  that  the  next  communication  of  the 
prefent  was  made  in  a  letter  from  Mr.  Haftings  to  the  Court  of  Di^ 
redors,  dated  the  29th  of  November  1780.  The  obfervations 
which  were  made  upon  this  letter,  both  on  the  part  of  the  managers 
and  the  counfel  for  the  defendant,  will  lay  me  under  the  neceftity 
of  detaining  your  Lordftiips  fome  little  time  on  this  very  material 
part  of  the  cafe :  When  Mr.  Haftings  offered  to  pay  two  lacks  of 
rupees  for  the  extra  expences  of  Major  Camac's  detachment,  hi» 
oflfer  was  fo  worded,  that  his  Cbundl  would  ruturally  fuppofe  he 
meant  to  give  this  money  from  his  own  private  fortune.  ^  It  was 
abfolutely  neceffiuy  for  him,  dierefore,  to  order  the  .money  to  be- 
entered  as  a  depofit :  But  to  the  Diredors,  in  this  letter,  he  fays^ 
"  the  money  was  not  my  own,  and  I  neither  could  nOr  would  have 
received  it  but  for  your  benefit.'*  Now,  my  Lords,  you  will  de- 
termine, whether,  after  the  various  communications  which  Mr. 
HaiUngs  had  nuufe  of  this  prefent,  it  was  poffible  that  he  could  have 
had  an  idea  of  converting  it  to  his  own  ufe;  becaufe  he  had  ordered 
it  to  be  entered  as  a  depofit,  if  he  did  fo  order  it,  or  becaufe,  with- 
out any  fpecial  directions  from  him,  it  was  entered  as  a  depofit,  in 
his  name,  in  the  Company's  books. 

I  will  now  proceed  to  die  other  parts  of  this  letter  of  the.  a9th  ' 
of  November  X780 :  The  managers  produce  it  in  the;  front  of  their 
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evidence^  fer  the  exprefs  purpofe,  ns  they  fay,  of  falfifying  it,  in 
all  its  parts-— an  exprcflion  rather  raih,  and  tll-ooniidercd.     It  is  a 
very  long  and  important  political  letter,  rcprefenting,  in  very  forci- 
ble language,  fome  very  interefting  circumlbnces.    The  Brd  para* 
graph  of  the  letter  I  have  already  mcotioned:  It  goes  on  to  (late  tbe 
alarming  fituation  of  India  at  that  moment*— the  meafures  he  had 
taken  to  repel  the  dangers  that  furround  them  ;  and  then  he  mentions 
the  circumllance  of  thirty  thoufand  horfe  being  on  the  weftem  fron- 
tier of  Bengal.     He  tells  the  Directors  what  fubfequent  events 
proved  to  be  true ;  that  though  Moodagee  Boofla  ^t'as  compelled  to 
join  the  confederacy  againft  the  £ngli(h,  he  was  really  fo  far  from 
being  holtile  to  the  government  of  Bengal,  that  nothing  but  the  laft 
neceflity  would  induce  him  to  proceed  to  extremities  againft  us.  He 
reprefents  the  diftrefs  which  fo  large  an  army  had  fuffercd,  from  the 
want  of  pay,  and  the  danger  under  fuchcircumftances,  of  any  acci- 
dental commencement  of  hoftiltties.     Aiter  full  confideration,  he 
fays,  that  he  had  taken  upon  himfelf  to  fend  three  lacks  of  rupees 
privately,  to  the  commander  of  this  krmy,  who  was  the  fon  of 
Moodajee  Boofla,  and  he  had  promifed  him  a  larger  fum,  provided 
any  fervice  was  performed  by  the  army,  which  fliould  juftify  him  in 
relieving  their  wants.     Your  Lordfhips  will  remember,  that  a  very 
large  detachment  w^as  at  this  moment  on  the  point  of  proceeding  to 
Madras,  and  their  route  lay  through  that  part  of  Moodajee  BodIa*s 
territories,  in  which  this  body  of  thirty  thoufand  horfe  were  then 
f  ncamped,  profeflTedly  for  the  purpofe  of  invading  Bengal.     Mr. 
Hafiings  goes  on  to  ftate,  that  though  he  could  carry  the  point  of 
fending  this  fupply  of  three  lacks  in  Council,  yet  he  knew  he  could 
not  carry  it  without  oppofition ;  and  theretb^e  he  had  fent  the  mo- 
liey  privately,  and  had  taken  the  entire  refponiibility  upon  himfelf. 
When  the  managefs  faid  they  meant  to  faliify  this  letter  in  all  its 
parts,  it  was  lutural  to  expedl  that  fome  evidence  would  liavc  been 
QflTered  to  difpxove  all  thefe  important  communications.    Mr.  Haft- 
ings  proceeds  to  ftate,  that  of  the  fupply  of  three  lacks,  thus  fent  to 
the  Berar  army  in  Cuttack,  he  had  raifed  two  thirds  by  his  own 
credit,  and  had  fupplied  the  other  diird  by  cafli  in  Ms  hands,'  be- 
longing to  the  Company.     Now,  my  Lords,  this  was  undoubtedly 
a  miftake,  and  a  miftake  wVich  a  more  cautious  man  would  not 
have  committed.    Whether  in  conunon  candour  it  (hould  not  have 
^n  deemed  a  mere  miftake,  and  excufablc  in  a  roan  writing  with- 
out accounts  before  him,  when  his  whole  mind  was  engaged  onfub- 
jefls  of  the  utmoft  importance  to  the  Britifli  interefts  in  India,  yout 
Lordfliips  will  determine.     The  faft  was,  that  two  thirds  of  the 
fupply  fent  to  Moodajee  Boofla,  was  money  in  hi$  h9nd$»  belongii^ 
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to  the  Company,  and  the  other  third  was  money  raifed  on  his  own 
credit ;  that  is,  his  own  money,  becaufc,  if  he  borrowed  it,  he 
made  himfelf  accountable  for  the  fum  borrowed.  The  managers 
have  not  told  your  Lordfliips  any  pofTible  motive  which  Mr.  Haft- 
ings  could  have  had  for  pra6H(ing  this  deception  ;  nor  have  they  ob- 
'  fcrvcd,  that  if  Mr.  Haftings  himfelf  had  not  corrc6ted  the  blunder, 
it  would  not  have  been  in  their  power  to  have  difcovered  it.  In 
good  truth,  I  fliould  fuppofe  that  the  real  motive  for  reading  this 
letter  at  all,  was  to  yitrodusc  the  ftory  of  the  bonds,  which  not  being 
in  charge,  could  not  liaye  been  introduced  but  under  this  fort  pf 
cover.  So  much  has  been  faid  of  thofe  bonds,  that,  though  nothing 
which  has  a  relation  to  them  is  in  charge,  I  (hall  endeavour  to  ftate 
all  that  appears  upon  the  fubjed.  For  the  three  lacks  fent  to  the 
Bcrar  army  the  3d  of  Odober  1 780,  Mr.  Haftings,  on  the  5th  of 
January  1781,  applies  to  the  Board  for  three  bonds,  as  if  they  were 
all  his  own  property.  He  deiires  to  have  bonds  for  two  lacks,  on  « 
loan,  bearing  an  intereft  of  eight  per  cent,  the  principal  and  intcreft 
payable  in  Bengal.  This  was,  in  fa<S,  the  Company's  money, 
being  the  prcfcnt  be  had  received  from  Dinagepore,  which  is  not  in 
chaigc.  For  the  third  bond,  which  was  his  own  property,  he  dc- 
fires  a  bond  to  be  liquidated,  by  bills  upon  England,  payable  in  five 
years,  and  which  the*  managers  have  proved  were  duly  paid  to  his 
agents  in  England*  Mr.  Haftings  took  another  bond  for  one  lack 
and  a  half  of  rupees,  being  the  amount  of  a  prcfent  which  he  had 
received  from  Nuddea,  and  paid  into  the  Company's  treafury  on 
the  23d  of  November  1780.  This  bond  is  not  in  charge,  but  I 
mention  it,  bscaufc  the  obfervatlons  made  on  the  two  bonds  for  the 
Dinagepore  pefhcufh,  apply  to  this  alfo  ;  and  tliey  are  air  included 
in  the  account  which  accompanied  that  letter  of  the  2 2d  May  1782, 
uhich  is  in  evidciKc  ;  and  having  been  the  fubjedl  of  fo  much  ani- 
madvcffion,  I  will  endeavour  to  ftate  the  whole  as  diftin6^1y  as  pof- 
iiblc:  Your  Lordfhips  wdll  remember,  that,  in  the  letter  of  the 
29th  of  November  1780,  Mr.  Haftings  told  the  Directors  that  he 
had  received  two  lacks  of  rupees  in  June,  which  he  had  dcpofitcd 
in  the  treafury.  This  was  the  prcfent  from  Cheyt  Sing.  On  the 
20th  of  January  1782,  he  wrote  to  the  Direftors  that  he  had  re- 
ceived aprefent  of  ten  lacks  from  the  Nabob  Vixier,  in  September, 
by  bills,  which  had  been  in  part  realized,  and  expended  in  the  public 
fcrvice.  He  affures  the  Dirediors,  that  the  remainder  of  that  prc- 
fent, when  received,  (hall  alfo  be  expanded  in  the  public  fervicc. 
He  returned  to  Calcutta  on  the  2 2d  of  May  1782:  By  that  time 
die  whole  of  the  prcfent  had  been  received  ;  and,  on  the  2  2d  of 
May  1782,  he  writes  a  letter  to  the  Directors,  in  which  he  gives 
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an  account  of  all  the  prcfents  that  he  had  received :  .Thcfe  confift  of 
two  lacks  from  Dmagepore,  one  and  a  half  from  Nuddcah,  two 
from  Chcyt  Sing,  two  from  Patna,  ten  from  the  Nabob  Vizier, 
and  fifty  eight  thouland  rupees  from  Nundolol :  Thcfe  feveral  fums, 
when  converted  bto  current  rupees,  make  fomcthing  more  than 
nineteen  lacks,  or  about  two  hundred  thoufimd  pounds  fterling. 
He  informs  the  Direftors  that  thefe  fums  were  taken  at  times  when 
the  Company  very  much  wanted  them ;  that  none  of  them  pafTcd 
through  his  hands  ;  that  for  the  firft  fums  (Din^cJpore  and  Nuddca) 
he  had  taken  bonds— He  (ays,  if  he  were  afked  why  he  took  bonds' 
for  thofc  fums,  he  (hould  anfwer,  that  he  took  them,  in  order  to 
conceal  the  receipt  from  public  curiofity ;  or  poffibly  aQed  from  any 
ftudieddefign,  whichhis  memory,  at  that  diftance  of  time,  enabled 
him  to  ftate.  The  departure  of  the  packet,  by  which  this  letter 
was  intended  to  go,  was  delayed  from  May  to  December,  in  the 
daily  expeaation  of  receiving  from  Poona  the.  ratification  of  the 
Maratta  peace.  In  the  intermediate  time,  that  is,  between  May 
and  Decembei>-i782,  when  the  Packet  did  aaually.fail,  Mr.  Haf- 
tings  received  an  account  from  England  of  the  ftrar^e  proceedings 
which  had  taken  place  hfije;  for  your  Lordfliips  will  recoiled, 
tliat,  early  m  May  1782,  a  refolution  was  moved,  and  voted  in 
the  Houfe  of  Commons,  That  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Diredors  to 
remove  Mr.  Haftings  from  the  government  of  Bengal,  on  an  idea 
that  he  had  forfeited  the  confidence  of  the  Princes  in  india.  This 
refolution,  the  proprietors  had  the  manlincfs  and  the  good  fenfe  to 
refill ;  and  they  have  fince  had  the  fatisfaflion  of  hearing  their  re- 
fiftance  applauded  by  the  gentleman  (Mr.  Dundas)  who  made  die 
motion  for  the  recall  of  Mr.  Haftings,  who  declared  in  his  place 
in  the  Houfe  of  Cqmmons,  that,  by  refifting  his.  refolution,  the 
proprietors  had  prcferved  India  to  Great  Britain.  To  obviate  the 
fufpicion  of  having  been  induced,  by  the  events  which  had  happened 
in  England,  to  difcover  the  receipt  of  thcfe  prcfents,  the  letter  of 
tiic  2 2d  of  May  1782,  was  opened,  and  an  affidavit,  f^x)m  by 
Mr.  Larkins,  before  one  of  the  judges  in  Calcutta,  was  put  into  it, 
which  proved  that  the  letter  and  account  were  both  written  on  ihe 
2  2d  of  May,  on  an  idea,  that  the  Packet  would  fail  immediately. 
Mr.  Haftings  writes  another  letter  on  the  i6th  of  December 
1782,  in  which  he  tells  the  Dircftors  that  the  affidavit  is  fent 
with  the  letter  for  the  purpofe  which  I  have  mentioned ;  and  he 
fays  in  this  laft  letter,  that  the  fources,  from  whence  thefe  fupplics, 
foneccffary  lor  their  fervice,  were  obtained,  could  have  been  ob- 
raine^  m  no  other  way.  That,  if  he  had  had  a  wrong  motive 
(mcamng  obvioufly  if  he  had  m?ant  to  put  the  money  into  10$  om 
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pocket),  he  could  have  concealed  the  receipts  from  theirs  md  the 
pjiblic  eye  for  ever.  He  adds«  that  if  he  has  been  wrong,  le  gives 
up  that  fecurity  which  thofe  enjoy  who  commit  crimes  or  enrs ;  he 
is  ready  to  anfwer  any  queftion  which  the  Diredlors  may  piito  him, 
upon  honour  or  upon  oath.  This  Ijetter,  my  Lords,  reaced  En» 
gland  in  the  month  of  May  1783,  and  no  notice  was  takerof  it  to 
Mr.  Haftipgs,  though  the  fubjcdl  of  much  remark,  and  of  oe  very 
long  report  to  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  until  the  1 6th  of  Marc  1784^ 
which  was  after  the  India  bill  of  Mr.  Fox  had  been  thnvn  out, 
and,  under  a  new  Adminiilration,  a  letter  was  written  to  Nr.  Haf* 
tings,  by  the  Dirc<5lors,  in  which  they  tell  him,  that  thc]  do  not 
doubt  his  int^ity ;  on  the  contrary,  that  ha\ing  received  tibfe  pre* 
fents,  they  approve  of  his  having  paid  them  into*  the  Conpany's 
treafury  i  But,  as  he  had  voluntarily  offered  to  anfwer  any  qieflions, 
and  as  the  account  was  in  many  parts  unintdligible  to  then,  they 
defire  to  be  informed,  at  what  periods  the  feveral  fums  were  reeived ; 
why  he  concealed  flie  receipt  from  the  Council  md,the  Courtof  Di- 
cedors,  and  why  he  entered  fome  of  the  receipts  under  the  lead  of 
depofits,  and  took  bonds  for />ther  fums.  , 

This  letter  arrived  in  Bengal  in  the  month  if  September 1 7  84, 
when  Mr.  Haitixigs  was  in  Oude.  He  returned  to  Calcutta  on  the 
5ih  of  November,  and  quitted  India  on  the  9th of  February  follow^ 
ing,  without  replying  to  this  letter  ;  and  in  canour  your  Lcrdlhips 
will  believe,  when  you  confider  the  muUiplicitr  of  bufincfi  which 
he  had  to  tranfad  prior  to  his  refignation,  that  hcreally  had  .lot  ad- 
verted to  this  partkular  paragraph.  He  landed  ir  E^igland  in  June, 
and  went  foon  after  to  Cheltenham.  Being  reminded  by  Major  Scott 
that  he  had  not  anfwered  this  paragraph,  he  wrote  ^letter  ftom  Chel- 
tenham to  the  Directors,  replying  to  the  three  quAions  which  had 
been  put  to  him.  This  letter  alfo  has  been  very  nuch  conimented- 
upon ;  but  your  Lordihips,  weighing  the  whole  a  honourable  and 
impartial  judges,  will  not  forget  that  he  wrote  or  niatters  of  ac- 
count without  an  account  to  refer  to,  in  reply  to  a  Itter  of  the  Di- 
redlors,  and  not  in  reply  to  that  article  of  impeachtent  which  was 
preferred  againft  him  two  years  after.  He  tellsthe  Direftors, 
that  as  far  as  he  can  recolledt,  he  will  inform  then;  that,  if  the 
information  which  he  gives  is  not  fufficient,  he  refes  them  to  Mr.. 
Larkins  for  farther  information  on  the  points  they  ad  mentioned, 
as  the  channel  for  making  any  farther  invefiigatio  they  thoui^lit 
proper,  as  that  gentleman  was  acquainted  with  the  whlc  tranfti6\ion. 
Jle  fay$,  he  believes  thc  fums  were  received  at  or  cry  n  ar  thp 
time  they  were  pcud  into  the  treafury,  but  that  Mr.  ITrk  ns  vill  be 
sbic  to  anfwer  the  qucfUon  ^xa£tly,  as  he  poifef&s^  a(X)rdiiig  to  his 


%^o  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1795; 

belief,  he  only  memorandum  which  he  ever  kept  of  the  tnnfa£Hon. 
This  HS  an  anfwer  to  one  queAion :  To  the  fecond,  he  (ays,  he 
really  oes  not  know  why  a  fum  was  entered  as  a  depofit,  poflfibly 
withouany  directions  from  him,  as  he  had  avowed  the  txanfaAiofi 
to  then  on  the  29th  of  November  1780,  that  is,  Cheyt  Sing*s 
prcfcnt. 

Wh  he  took  bonds  for  two  of  the  fums  (that  is,  the  Dinagepore 
tind  Nddea  bonds)  he  cannot  fay  mofe  particularly  than  he  had 
alread\done.  But  he  is  confident  that  he  intended  to  conceal  all 
the  reeipts  from  them,  until  the  magnitude  of  the  fura  received 
from  tfe  Nabob  made  it  impoflfible  to  conceal  that  prefent;  he  then 
anfwer:  a  queftion  wliich  he  fuppofes  they  might  have  aiked — That 
prior  t  July  1780,  he  indorfed  the  three  bonds,  to  prevent  their 
being  acharge  upon  t^e  Company  in  the  event  of  his  death.  With 
this  intimation  it  appears,  my  Lords,  that  both  the  Diredors  and 
the  Bard  of  Controul  were  fatisfied,  for  the)'  made  no  farther  in* 
quiries  But  Mr.  Haftings,  anxious  to  give  as  complete  an  anfwer 
as  he  ould  to  the  oueflions  which  the  Dircdors  had  aiked  him, 
wrote  iimfclf  to  Mr.  Larkins,  and  rcquefted  him  to  fend  to  the 
Chaiman  that  menorandum  which  was  in  his  poflcfiion,  and  which 
eontaired  an  accoun  of  the  periods  when  the  fcvcral  fums  were  re- 
ceived My  Lord^  this  application  to  Mr.  Larkins  produced  die 
ktter  (f  the  5th  of  Auguft  1786,  and  that  account  was  inclofed  in 
It,  upcn  which  y<ur  Lordfhips  have  heard  fo  many  comments  in 
Wednrinfter  Hall  And  here  I  cannot  avoid  making  an  obferva- 
lion,  vliich  I  an  fure  muft  have  occurred  to  your  Lordihips,  and 
to  which  every  bnourable  man  fitting  as  a  judge  will  give  die  at- 
tention it  dcferve'.  Though  this  fubje£l  of  prefents  has  taken  up 
k  many  years  inche  difcuflion,  the  managers  have  never  been  able 
to  this  moment  t'  procure  a  tittle  of  evidence  beyond  what  Mr.  Haf- 
tings  himfelf  ha  furni(hed  them  with.  I  own,  when  I  coniider 
all  that  has  hapened  in  the  lad  twelve  years,  I  am  much  ffaruck 
with  that  part  o  Mr.  Haftings's  letter  t«  the  Dire£lors,  of  the  x  6th 
December  1 7&,  in  which  he  tells  them,  "  If  I  had  a  wrong  mo- 
tive, I  could  Live  concealed  the  receipt  of  thefe  fums  from  yours 
and  the  publicsye  for  ever."— I  believe  the  afTerdon  to  be  fhiflly 
true. 

I  have  but>ne  fubje(9  more  to  mendon,  my  Lords ;  and  though 
not  at  all  appbable  to  any  matter  in  chaige,  it  was  dwelt  upon  with 
fo  much  force  by  one  of  the  managers,  Mr.  Fox,  in  the  reply  the 
laft  year,  diatt  is  well  worthy  your  Lordihips'  moft  ferious  attendon. 
You  will  recilcft  that  for  thofe  fums  which  are  not  in  charge,  Mr. 
Haftings  toolbwnds  j  in  the  account  indofcd  in  his  letter  of  the  2  ad 
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of  May  178^9  he  fays  dut  thefe  bonds  remained  in  hisxTflfcflliony 
with  an  indorfement  on  each,  that  he  had  no  right  to  eiter  princi- 
pal or  intcrcft,  and  that  he  had  not  received  any  of  the  lacr  ;  it  did 
not  appear  by  this  ftatement  at  what  period  the  bonds  wer  indorfcd: 
Mr.  Mailings  told  the  Directors  that  they  .were  indorfed  jior  to  his 
leaving  Calcutta  in  the  nnonth  of  July  1 7  8 1  :  But  defirus  in  diis 
inftance,  as  in  all  the  others,  to  give  every  information  reuired,  Or 
to  verify  his  own  alTertionsy  an  application  was  made  to  Lrd  Corn- 
wallis  by  the  authority  and  at  the  defire-of  Mr.  Haftings,for  thofe 
bonds  to  be  fent  to  England  ;  and  they  arrived  at  the  Inia  Houfe 
in  the  year  1789.     Your  Lordftiips  well  remember  the  remarks 
made  upon  this.fabjedt  in  the  following  year  by  the  map^^ers ;  for 
the  h&  turned  out  to  be,  that  the  bonds  were  not  realb  indorfed 
until  the  29th  of  May  1782,  that  is,  feven  days  after  th  letter  of 
the  2  2d  of  May  was  written.     My  Lords,  the  manager;  fpent  no 
inconfiderable  time  in  endeavouring  to  convince  your  lordfhips, 
that  this  blunder  proved  the  guilt  of  Mr.  Haftings ;  poflbly  your 
Lordihips  as  judges  may  draw  a  different  conclufion :  It  iicertainljT 
a  queilion  of  inference ;  and  after  weighing  the  matter  fuly,  I  con- 
fcfs  that  I  do  draw  a  conclufion,  the  very  reverie  from  tht  of  the 
managers.     Why  did  Mr.  Hading  tell  the  DireAors  thit  he  had 
indorfcd  the  bonds  prior  to  the  7th  of  July  1781,  unlefi  he  really 
conceived  he  had  done  fo  r  The  Dire^ors  a(ked  him  no  fuedion  as 
to  the  date  of  the  indorfement,  and  no  poflible  advantage  could  re- 
fult  to  htm  from  the  affertion  of  fo  fooli(h  a  falfehood.     You  muft 
p)  farther,  my  Lords,  if  you  believe  with  the  managers,  that  Mr. 
Hidings  told  a  falfehood,  in  order  to  miflead  the  Dire«dors.     You 
muil  aik,  wluit  motive  could  induce  Mr.  Haftings  to  fend  to  Bengal 
for  evidence  to  expofc  his  own  falfehood  ?  You  muft  conclude  that 
be  wrote  what  was  not  true,  for  the  mere  pleaf^re  of  dctedling  him* 
felf  in  a  falfehood.    When  Mr.  Haftings  addreffed  your  Lordfhips, 
at  the  clofe  of  the  year  1 7  9 1 ,  he  exprefTed  his  furprife  and  'concern 
at  the  many  miftakes  which  he  had  committed ;  and  be  naturally 
enough,  I  think,  imputed  thefe  miftakes  to  his  having  written  on 
matters  of  account,  without  an  account  before  him ;  for  he  adds^ 
that  if  there  had  been  one  circumflance  more  ftrongly  imprinted  on 
his  memory  than  another,  it  was  this,  that  prior  to  his  leaving  Cal- 
cutta iff  July  1 78 1,  he  had  indorfed  thofe  bonds;  that  it  was  he 
himfelf  who  fent  to  Bengal  for  the  bonds  to  verify  the  fa£l  which  he 
had  aflferted,  but  having  difcovered  his  error,  he  was  almoft  afraid 
to  hazard  a  conjeSure.     He  prefumed  however  that  he  muft  have 
confounded  two  diftin<£i  things ;  that  in  point  of  h&  he  had  left  the 
bonds  with  Mr,  Larkins  tp  deliver  up  to  the  Company  in  the  event 
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of  his  ddh,  Mr.  Larkins  having  khowtl  from  the  fiift,  dat  the 
bonds  weri  not  his  piopeity. 

My  LolSy  the  unprecedented  leitgth  of  this  tiial  enabled  the 

Court  to  hve  the  benefit  of  the  evidence  both  of  the  Marquis  Com* 

waliiS)  an*  Mr.  Larkins.    The  nature  of  the  evidence  of  the  latter 

gentiemar  given  In  reply,  in  the  lad  year,  induced  one  oianager 

(Mr.  Bute)  to  affirmi  that  the  guilt  of  Mr.  Hafiings  was  now  fo 

apparent  hat  he  mail  wi(h  for  mountains  to  covtr  him  :  Anodier 

manager  Mr.  Fox),  who  fummed  up  the  evidence  in  reply,  with 

that  abilir  which  fp  much  diftinguiihes  him,  contended  that  the 

guilt  of  Nr.  Haftings  was  fully  eftabliihed  by  the  evidence  of  Mr. 

Larkins  jand,  my  Lords,  I  am  very  ready  to  agree,  that  if  Mr. 

Larkins's  evidence  had  really  been  what  the  manager  faid  it  was, 

this  oonc.jfion  was  inevhable.     The.  Commons  would  have  fixed 

an  indelibe  ftain  upon  the  charaAer  of  Mr.  Hadings ;  though  ypur 

Lordfhipscould  not  have  convicted  him  on  a  point  which  is  not  in 

charge.    ^*  The  manager  faid,  that  Mr.  Haftings,  not  fuppofing 

*<  it  poffiile  that  Mr.  Larkins  (hould  arrive  in  England  in  time  to 

**  give  evdence  on  this  caufe,  had  taken  the  advantage  of  his  abfence 

•*  to  affim  moft  pofitively,  that  from  the  firft  Mr.  Larkins  knew 

the  bonis  not  to  be  his  property ;  and  as  Mr.  Larkins  was  a  man 

of  ackipwledged  integrity,  high  in  the  confidence  of  Lord  Corn- 

wallis,  and  in  great  efleem  with  the  Directors '  and  the  Board  of 

**  Cpntroil,  Mr.  Hafiings  had  conceived  that  your  Lordihips  would 

**  infer  his  innocence,  from  the  circumftance  of  having  communi- 

'*  cated  theTe  private  receipts  of  money  to  a  nun  of  fo  high  and  fair 

**  a  charadfer.   Mr.  Larkins  however  had  fworn  to  your  Lordihips, 

that  he  did  not  know  the  bonds  to  be  the  property  of  the  Company, 

until  the  2 2d  May  1782,  confequently  Mr.  Mailings  had  ai*- 

ferted  what  was  not  tme  ;  and  it  was  impoilible  for  the  moft  cre- 

'^  dulous  man  alive,  or  the  man  moft  warmly  attached  to  him,  to 

*^  believe  that  he  had  made  fuch  an  aflfertion  with  any  other  view, 

•*  than  to  cover  his  own  guilt." 

My  Lords,  I  have  read  over  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Larkins  with 
the  utmoft  attention ;  pofTibly  it  was  not  printed  when  Mr.  Fox 
f|k>ke,  or  he  might  have  confided  in  a  fylhbus  drawn  'up  by  Ac 
agents,  or  he  might  have  trufted  to  the  impreflion,  which,  from  a 
partial  attention  to  Mr.  Larkins  when  he  delivered  his  evidence,  re- 
mained upon  his  memory.  I  will  endeavour  to  fhtc  to  you  the  re- 
fult  of  Mr*  Larkins's  evidence  on  the  point  in  queftion,  which, 
after  a  long  examination  in  chief  by  the  Managers,  a  crofs-exami- 
nation  by  the  Defendant's  counfd,  and  a  re-examination  by  the  Ma- 
n!igers  to  this  particular  pointj  isj  that  Mr.  Larkins  cannot  recol* 
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kSt  bring  told  by  Mr.  Haftings  prior  to  the  mortth  of  July  1 78 1, 
that  the  bonds  in  queftion  not  being  his  property,  were  to  be  delivered 
up  in  the  event  of  his  death ;  that  he  by  no  means  will  fwear  that 
he  was  not  fo  told,  though  he  thinks  it  is  a  circumftance  that  could 
not  have  efcaped  his  memory ;  that  thefe  bonds  were  always  in  his 
cufiody ;  that  the  private  books  of  Mr.  Haftings  were  alfo  in  his 
cuftody  ;  that  thefe  bonds  never  were  entered  in  thofc  private  books^ 
which  they  would  have  been,  had  he  not  known  that  they  flood  in 
fome  peculiar  light :    That  the  firfl  year  s  interefl  became  payable 
upon  thefe  bonds  while  Mr.  Haftings  was  abfent  from  Calcutta,  and 
unlefs  he,  Mr.  Larkins,  had  received  fome  intimation  from  Mr. 
Haftings  to  the  contrary,  he  certainly  (hould  have  received  the  in- 
tcreA  due  upon  tbefe  bonds.     He  did  not  receive  it.     To  various 
quefHons  on  this  point  Mr.  Larkins  gives  a  fimilar  anfwer— ^ex-^ 
prefles  his  concern  that  he  cannot  at  ib  great  a  di(lance  of  time  re« 
collect  what  intimation  Mr.  Haflings  gave  to  him,  but  is  confident 
he  did  receive  fome  dire6lions  from  him.     Now,  my  Lords,  th« 
£iir  concluiion  which  a  judge  will  draw  firom  this  evidence  muil  be, 
that  Mr.  HaAings  had  done  what  he  fays  himfelf,  he  did  do.     He 
had  told  Mr.  Larkins,  as  foon  as  the  bonds  were  granted,  that  thtf 
were  granted  for  money  belonging  to  the  Company.     Ttlerc  can  be 
no  other  caufe  afligncd  for  the  condad  of  Mr.  Larkins.     A  man  of 
baiinefs,  perfonally  attached  to  Mr.  HaiUngs,  Would  not  have  ne- 
gleded  to  receive  the  intereft  due  upon  thefe  bonds :  A  man  of  bufi« 
nefs  would  not  liaVe  negleded  to  enter  them  in  his  books,  asi  part  of 
his  private  fortune.     Mr.  Larkins  is  both  a  man  of  bufinds  and 
perTonally  attached  to  Mr.  HaAings.     The  fourth  bond  that  Mr. 
Haftings  took  from  the  Company  at  the  fame  time  for  one  lack  of 
rupees,  was  for  his  own  money,  as  Mr.  Larkins  has  proved :  That 
bond  was  entered  in  his  private  booksj  and  has  been  completely  lU 
quidated  in  England. 

I  have  to  apologise  to  your  Lordfbipflifor  the  length  of  time  that 
I  have  intrud(xl  upon  your  indulgence ;  but  as  I  conceive  we  are 
now  upon  the  moft  nuterial  part  of  the  whole  cafe,  I  have  endea* 
voured  to  ilate  the  evidence  upon  it  as  clearly  as  poffible,  after  hav<« 
ing  repeatedly  read  it  with  the  clofeft  attention.  With  refpedl  to 
tittfe  fums  for  which  bonds  were  granted,  your  Lordfliips  will  fee, 
by  oomparing  diem  with  the  account  iAclofed  in  Mr.  Larkins's  letter 
of  the  5  th  of  Auguft  .1 786,  that  one  lack  and  a  half  was  received 
as  a  pe(hcu(h  from  Nuddea,  and  two  lacks  as  a  pefhcufh  from 
Oinagepore.  The  Commons  were  poflfeifcd  of  this  informarion  twa 
months  before  they  prefented  the  impeachment  at  your  Lordfhips* 
tar;   but  they  did  not  tjfixnlL  proper  to  chaxg^  Mr.  Hafljings  with 

VouXUI.  ^  Na 
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criminalitf,  cither  for  receiving  thcfe  prcfcnts,  or  for  taking  bond* 
for  thcTTiy  or  fw  giving  no  account  ot  the  balance  which  remained 
on  the  Dinageporc  cabooleat :  But  there  is  no  part  of  the  cafe  on 
which  both  the  Managers  and  the  Defendant's  coanfel  have  argued 
fo  much  at  length :  I  have  therefore  examined  die  evidence,  and 
confidercd  the  arguments  with  all  the  attention  in  my  power.  WiA 
Hpeft  to  the  charge  now  under  coniiderationy  the  receipt  of  the 
prcfent  from  Cheyt  Sing,  my  opinion  decidedly  is,  that  Mr.  Haft- 
ings  ought  to  be  acquitted  of  the  fufpidon  of  an  intention  to  appro- 
priate that  money  to  his  own  ufe.  If,  from  the  evidence  before 
•the  Court,  or  from  inferences  fnrni  that  evidence,  I  could  be  in- 
duced to  believe  in  my  confcience  that  he  intended^  though  but  for 
a  moment,  to  apply  one  rupee  of  it  to  his  own  ufe,  I  (hould  cer- 
tainly vote  in  the  affirmative  for  the  motion  which  I  (hall  now  have 
the  honour  to  fubmit  to  your  Lordlhips,  and  to  which  I  fhaQ  ccr^ 
tainly  fay  Net-Content. 

Lord  Thuilow  then  moved,  That  the  Common^  had  made  good 
the  fixth  article,  in  fo  for  as  related  to  the  fum  of  two  lacks  rf 
rupees,  corruptly  received  from  Sadanund,  the  buxey  of  Rajah  Cheyt 
Sing. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  b^n  a  very  long,  aigumen- 
tative,  and  eloquent  fpeech/  with  laying  it  down  as  indifputablci 
that,  independent  of  the  aft  of  Parliament  of  1773,  for  a  Pirtfi- 
dent  of  a  Council,  or  a  Governor  General  in  India,  to  take  a  pre- 
fent  from  a  perfon  coiinefted  with,  or  dependent  on  him,  was  a 
crime  by  the  common  law  of  England.  In  like  manner  in  the  cafe 
of  bribery,  to  give  or  accept  a  bribe  was  a  crime  at  connnon  law, 
independent  of  the  various  ftatutes  in  exigence  on  the  fub^eft  of 
bribery.  His  Lordfliip  referred,  to  the  Statute  5  &  6  Edward  VI. 
cap.  1 6.  againft  buying  and  felling  offices,  and  drew  an  inference 
from  it,  in  fupport  of  his  arguments  refpefting  afts,  which  were  of 
themfelves  crimes  at  common  law,  antecedent  to  the  paffing  of  any 
flutute  refpefting  them*  An  aft  of  Parliament  mi^^t,  he  faid, 
annex  fines  and  penalties,  and  provide  means  to  render  deteftioo 
and  l^al  conviftion  more  eafy,  but  it  did  not  conftitute  the  crime, 
n^  alter  the  nature  and  quality  of  the  aft  itfelf.  His  Lordfliip 
faid,  4iat  however  they  ibight  have  differed  on  other  parts  of  (he 
C^rge,  there  could  not  be  a  fliadow  of  doiibt,  that  the  Commons 
had  made  good  aU  the  remainder  of  this  article.  Mr.  Haftings  had 
accepted  various  fums  from  different  perfons,  as  appeared  from  the 
evidence  and  his  own  admiffion,  which  havii^  been  all  ^v^i  to 
procure  general  favour,-  the  receipts  of  diofe  fums  by  him  was  hi^f 
criminal,  nor  did  the  bw  require  in  this  cafe  a  more  ipiAVStt  parti* 
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eularity  in  drawing  up  the  article,  than  was  to  be  found  in  the  im*. 
peachmcnt ;  and  the  reafon  was  obvious— th^  tranfaAion  in  each 
inflance  vr^B  prima  facte  a  crime,  becaufe  the  motive  and  principle 
which  actuated  the  mind  of  the  giver,  and  influenced  him  to  make 
the  offer,  was  clear,  evident,  and  undeniable  ;  nor  could  it  be  for 
a  monient  miftaken  by  the  receiver,  becaufe  comnxMi  fenfe  3¥0uld 
tell  him  when  the  offi^r  was  made,  for  what  purpofe  it  was  made,,  aqd 
he  mufl  know  that  by  receiving  it,  he  gave  the  perfon  giving,  reafon 
(o  expert,  (hat  by  the  prefent  he  had  purchafcd  a  right  to  confide- 
ration  and  fevour,  either  in  fonie  particular  inftance  then  in  agi- 
tation, or  that  might  be  in  agitation  on  fome  future  oocalion. 

Having  thus  emphatically  fhted  what  he  maintained  to  be  the 
point  of  law  refpedUng  the  prefents  received  by  Mr.  Hanings,'his 
ix)rdihip  proceeded  feparately  to  examine  and  difcufs  the  circum- 
Aances  of  each,  and  to  compare  them  refpedively  with  the  evidence 
in  the  view  in  which  it  appeared  to  him  to  apply.  He  began  wldh 
the  prefent  of  two  lacks  of  rupees  from  Cheyt  Sing,  received  by 
Mr.  Hafiings  from  Sadanund,  the  Raja's  buxey,  and  this  he  traced 
firom  the  firfl  tender  of  it  on  the  part  of  Sadanund,  with  the  Go- 
vernor General's  fubfequent  confent  to  its  payment  to.  Cniftes, 
through  the  hands  of  Larkins,  in  whofe  hands  it  lay  as  a  depdit  for 
the  Company^s  ufe ;  but  it  was  not  rendered  applicable  to  their  fer- 
vice  till  fbme  years  afterwards.  His  Locdihip  dwelt  for  fbme  time 
on  the  whole  <^  this  tranfaAion^  he  fhted  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Haf- 
tings  at  the  Board,  when  he  propofed  to  march  a  detachment  under 
Major  Camac  into  the  province  of  Malwa,  in  hopes^  to  draw  Mha- 
dajee  Scindia  from  Guxxerat,  and  thus  lay  a  foundation  for  peace. 

He  faid,  Mr.  HafHngs's  propofition  was  rejeded  by  the  Council 
when  it  was  made,  and  yet  he  fufFered  the  nv}ney  to  remain  in  the 
^pe  of  a  depofit,  as  he  called  it,  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Cr^ftes, 
die  Company's  fub-treafurer  in  Calcutta,  for  years  together.  He 
referred  to  the  letter  of  Mr.  Haftings  to  the  Dire<Stors  of  the  a9di 
November  1780,  in  which  he  declares,  ^*  that  tlie  money  tendered 
by  him  to  the  Board  to  defray  the  expence  of  Major  Camac's  de- 
tachment, was  not  his  own  property,  but  had  been  recrived  by  him 
for  the  ufe  of  the  Company :  He  farther  explams  bis  motives  for 
buyii^  off  the  troops  of  Berar  under  Chimnagee  Boofla,  and  Aatei 
diat  fa^  caufed  three  lacks  to  be  delivered  to  the  Raja  of  Berar,  two 
tlurds  raifed  by  his  own  credit,  the  other  fupplied  from  cafh  in  hit 
litods  belonging  to  the  Company."  His  Lordfhip  aflferted,  that 
nothing  could  be  more  evalive  or  unfatisfa^ry  than  this  letter,  in 
which  the  Governor  General  neither  informed  the  Dire^rs  when 
Iv  fooeivod  Ibe  moneyi  where  he  received  it,  mr  from  irbom  h« 
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received  it.  Nor  did. he  ftate  any  one  circumftancc  explanatory  of 
the  tranfaftion  widi  Sadanund, .  the  firft  tender  of  the  prcfcfit,  his  re- 
jection of  it,  his  fubfcqucntly  confenting  to  take  it,  the  mode  of  its 
being  paid  in  by  the  buxey  of  Chcyt  Sing  to  Larkins,  and  from  him 
to  Croftes,  nor  any  other  particular  that  could  gi\e  the  DireiSors  a 
clear  idea  of  a  matter,  which  upon  the  face  of  it  was  involved  in 
doubt ;  and  if  the  prcfcnt  were  received  with  a  pure  motive,  and  an 
intention  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Hadings,  from  the  firft,  to  apply  it  to 
the  Company's  fcrvice^  why  was  the  tranfeSion  enveloped  in  tm- 
neceflary  myftery  ? 

His  Lordfhip  detailed  the  hiftory  of  the  bonds,  made  out  in  con- 
fcquence  of  the  letter  of  the  Governor  General  to  the  Council,  of 
January   5,   1781,  agreeable  to  the  minute  of  January  g  ;   arid 
argued  from  the  letter  of  Mr.  Larkins  to  the  Chairman  of  the 
Eaft'Ipdia  Company,  Auguft  5,  1786,  in  which  an  account  is 
given  of  the  bond.  No.  89,  that  Mr.  Haftings  had  by  no  means 
cftablifhcd  that  part  of  his  defence  relative  to  this  tranfaflion  which 
he  had  delivered  in  to  the  Houfe  of  Commons,     He  referred  alfo 
to  the  Diredlors  letter  of  January  2-5,   1782,  in  which  they  difap- 
prove  of  the  nature  of  the  tranfadion,  and  contended  that,  in  con- 
fequence  of  that  difapprobation,  Mr.  Haftings  ought  immediately  to 
have  communicated  ^11  the  circumftances  rcfpccHng  the  prefcnt  re- 
ceived from  Sadanund,  on  the  part  of  the  Raja  Choyt  Sing.     His 
Lordfhip  laid  great  ftrefs  on  the  length  of  the  period  which  Mr. 
Haftings  fuflPered  to  efcape,  before  he  actually  turned  the  depolit  of 
the  two  lacks  in  queftion  over  to  the  ufe  of  the  Company,  declar- 
ing that  circumftance  alone  in  his  conduct  not  ^nly  queftionablc 
but  highly  bl^meable,  and  defcrving  cenfure  of  the  feverefl  fort, 
confideringj  how  foon  it  was  after  the  money  was  fj^iid  in  to  Mf. 
Larkins  by  the  Raja's  buxqr.     Mr.  Haftings  knew  that  the  Coun- 
cil would  not  accept  of  it,  for  the  purpofc  to  which  he  had  propofcd 
Id  apply  it,   viz.  to  the  fervice  of  Camac's  detachment,   with  a 
view  to  lay  the  foundation  of  a  peace  with  the  Marattas.     Upon  the 
whole,  his  Lordfliip  faid,  regarding  the  charge  nfpeding  this  pre- 
fent  from  Sadanund,  in  every  poffible  view  that  the  evidence  tended 
to  give,  he  thought  that  Mr.  HafHngs  could  not  ftand  excufed  oa 
any  pretext  of  reafon  or  juftice,  but  that  he  had  been  convide^  in 
the  clearcft  mtancr  of  the  crime  alledged  by  the  Common^. 

His  Lordfhip  next  proceeded  to  difcufs  the  charge  re(pe£ling  the 
prefent  of  ten  lacks  of  rupees  from  t^e  Nabob,  ftatcd  by  Mr.  Haf- 
tings to  the  Dire^ors  in  his  letter  of  the  toth  of  Januaxy  1781J 
which  donation,  he  informs  them,  was  made  in  part  only  afifl 
#rii^/^  faiJ,    Jn  order  to  prove  that  thi*  defcriptioo  of  the  ciituni*» 
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fiances  of  the  prefcnt  was  not  true,  his  LordHiip  referred  to  the  let- 
ter of  Mr.  Haftings  to  the  Dircdlorsof  the  2 2d  May  1782,  to  the 
account  refinrcd  to  in  that  letter,  to  the  affidavit  of  Larkins^  to  the 
letter  of  Mr.  Haftings  to  the  Dircfiors  of  December  16,  1782, 
to  the  defence  and  narrative  of  Mr.  Haftings,  and  to  the  evidence 
relative  to  the  three  bonds  delivered  on  January  17,  1785,  to 
Larkins's  affidavit  refpe£ting  theniy  and  to  the  evidence  of  Mr. 
Wright,  who  on  his  examination  in  Weftminfter  Hall,  on  the  1 8th 
of  February  1790,  produced  one  account,  (hewing  thajt  upwards  of 
e*^ht  lacks  of  the  Chunar  prefcnt  were  received  before  the  end  of 
January,  and  another  account  (hewing  the  appropriation  of  the  funis 
received,  comprifed  in  the  above-mentioned  account*  His  Lord- 
(hip  pointed  out  feveral  contradidlions  between  the  account  that  Mr. 
Haftings  g^ve  of  thefe  bonds,  and  all  the  relative  particulars.  He 
obfcrved,  that  in  Weftminfter  Hall  the  counfel  for  the  Defendant 
particularly  laboured  their  defence  of  the  bonds,  as  well  thofe  to 
which  this  part  of  the  article  referred,  as  thofe  in  the  fubfequent 
charges  comprehended  in  it ;  but  although  they  had  undoubtedly 
difplaycd  a  con(iderable  (hare  of  ingenuity,  they  h\id  produced  no* 
thing  like  convidbn  on  his  mind.  After  enlaipng  upon  each  par- 
ticular, and  reafoning  much  at  length  upon  the  circumftancesof  the 
cafe  at  large,  he  contended,  that  taking  the  account  as  favourably 
for  Mr.  Haftings  as  it  could  be  collected  from  his  defence  and  nar- 
rative, and  from  the  ftatements  of  Mr.  Larkins,  there  remained  a 
conliderable  fum,  not  lefs  than  one  lack  and  a  half  of  rupees,  out  of 
the  amount  of .  the  prcfent  from  the  Nabob  of  ten  lacks,  as  yet 
wholly  unaccounted  for. 

Af^er  fome  reafoning  upon  the  Dinagepore  pe(hcu(h,  and  ftadng 
why  he  thought  that  conftituted  a  part  of  the  money  received  from 
Nundodol,  and  paid  in  by  Mr.  Haftings,  when  he  furnMhed  the 
inoney  fent  to  Chimnagee  Boofla  (which  opinion  his  Lord(hip  reftcd 
on  the  various  accounts  ftated  in  the  feveral  accounts  contained  in  the 
letter  fent  by  Mr.  Larkins  to  the  Dire<3ors,'  dated  Auguft  5,  1786,) 
the  Lord  Chancellor  cameto'that  part  of  the  article  which  contained 
^  charge  againft  the  Defendant,  relative  to  his  tran(a£lions  with 
Kdleram,  a  renter  under  the  Company.  In  tracing  the  particu- 
lars of  this  charge,  his  Lord(hip  referred  to  the  letter  of  Mr.  Haf- 
tings to  the  Council  at  Patna,  of  July  23,  1780,  deiiring  them  to 
fenddowiv  Kelleram  to  Calctjtta ;  to  the  minute  of  CouikH,  on  the 
14th  of  November  1780,  when  Mr.  Haftings  introduced  to  the 
Board  propofals  from  Kelleram  for  farming  Bahar,  which  he  recom- 
mends jto  the  Board's  acceptance ;  to  the  letter  of  the  Patna  Coun- 
cil, of  the  ajth  of  November  1 780  ^  to  the  minutes  of  the  Coua* 
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■cil,  of  December  1 9,  which  flatc  the  comparative  (ettlcment  made 
by  the  Patna  Council,  and  the  other  hj  CuUian  Sing^  and  dK 
agreement  to  accept  Cullian  Sing*s  piopafals  on  tcrmsr  explained  to 
Kelleram^  which  he  accedes  to  for  Callian  Sing ;  to  the  minute  of 
March  30,  1781,  containing  the  refolution  to  appoint  and  confinn 
Kelleram  Naib ;  to  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Hudfon,  to  (hew  that  no 
fecurity  beiidcs  a  common  cabooleat  was  taken  from  Kelleram,  as 
renter  of  the  province  of  Bahar ;  and  to  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Young 
and  Mr.  Andcrfon,  touching  the  chanrflers  of  Kelleram  and  Gunga 
Govind  Sing,  and  the  particulars  of  the  four  lacks,  which  rumour 
faid  had  been  given  to  Mr.  Haftings  by  Cullian  Sing,  and  of  which 
he  gave  notice  to  Mr.  Haftings.  .  Though  rumour  was  in  gcncnl 
a  common  liar,  his  Lord(hip  faid,  that  rumour  in  this  intbncc 
fpokc  the  truth,  for  four  lacks  were  received  from  Kelleram,  through 
the  hands  of  Gunga  Govind  Sing.  He  proceeded  to  rcafon  very 
minutely  on  the  appropriation  of  thefe  four  lacks,  and  declared  hii 
conception  of  it  to  be  exnremely  different  from  that  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  who  had  juft  fat  down. 

■  His  Lorddiip  ftated  in  what  particulars  the  difference  between 
his  idea  of  the  appropriation  of  the  .money  in  this  and  the  former  in- 
ftance  of  the  fuppofcd  Dinagepore  pelhculh,  and  the  idea  of  che 
noble  and  learned  Lord,  confilled ;  contending  that  ndt  more  than 
five  lacks  and  a  half,  or  fix  at  the  utmoft,  but  of  nine  lacks  and  a 
half  received,  appeared  to  be  accounted  for  by  the  Governor  Gene- 
ral. He  adv*erted  in  the  courfe  of  his  argument  (which  in  a  great 
incafure  confiftcd  of  ftatemcnts  governed  by  arithmirtical  comparifons. 
and  data)  to  a  variety  of  the  leffer^  relative  j)articulars, .  fuch  as  the 
abolition  of  the  ProvirKial  Councils,  appointment  of  Gunga  Go- 
vind Sing  Dewan  to  the  Committee  of  Revenue,  when  the  Naib 
Dewan  was  Prawn  Kifhen  his  fon,  and  the  Naib  Canoi^oe  was 
^Gunga  Govind  Sing,  to  the  importance  and  nature  of  thofe  offices 
fefpcdlively,  &c,  &c.    . 

His'Lord(hlp  faid,  that  Mr.  Haftings  did  not  give  up  the  bonds, 
or  the  dq)o(it  note,  until  January  1785;  fo  that  the  a^airs  of  the 
Company  appeared  for  fevcral  years  worfe  than  they  really  were,  and 
at  a  time  when  it  was  of  confequence  to  give  them  full  credit  for  all 
tlieir  affets  of  every  kind. 

Having  dilated  much  at  length  on  every  part  of  die  charge  relative 
fo  the  tranfa<£tions  of  Mr*  Mayings  with  Kelleram,  his  Lordihp 
laftly  called  their  Lord(l)ips*  attention  to  the  charge  on  the  fubjeftof 
the  conduA  of  Mr.  Hidings  with  Nobkiffen,  which  he  ftated  cir- 
cumftajitially,  and  animadverted  upon  with  great "pointedntfs  and  fc- 
vertty,  declaring  that  it  did  not  appear  to  hipi  ttut  a  0iadow  of  ot; 
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cufe  oouM  be  pleaded  in  palliation  even,  much  lefs  in  defence  of 
conduct  (b  open  to  the  imputation  of  corruption,  as  that  of  the 
Defendant  in  this  initance.  ..Mr.  Haftings's  own  account  of  the 
tnmfadion  was  this:  '^  In  the  year  1783,  when  I  was  actually 
in  want  of  a  fum  of  money  for  my  private  expences,  owing  to  the 
Company  not  having  at  that  time  fufficient  caih  in  their  trcafury  to 
pay  my  falary,  I  borrowed  three  lacks  of  rupees  of  Rajah  Nob- 
kiifen,  an  inhabitant  of  Calcutta,  whom  I  deiired  to  call  upon  me 
with  a  bond  properly  filled  up';  he  did  fo,  but  at  the  time  I  wai^ 
going  to  execute  it,  he  entreated  I  would  rather  acQq)t  the  money 
than  execute  the  bond.  I  neither  accepted  the  offer  nor  refiifed  it, 
and  my  determination  remained  fufpended  between  the  alternative  of 
keeping  the  money  as  a  loan  to  be  repaid,  and  of  taking  it,  as  I  had 
done  other  fums,  to  the  Company's  ufe.  His  Lordihip  faid,  it 
was  fcapcely  in- the  human  imagination  to  conceive  in  poflibility  a 
tranfa^ion  more  unaccountable,  mote  fcandalous,  or  more  unjufti* 
fiaMe  in  a  Governor  General,  to  fuch  an  individual  as  Nobkiffen. 
He  bys  in  his  <)e(ence,  he  wanted  money,  and  he  fent  to  a  notori- 
ous money-lender  to  borrow  three  lacks  of  rupees.  The  man 
oomes,  brings  turn  die  three  lacks,  and  when  he  is  about  to  fill  up 
the  bonds,  he  defires  him  rather  to'accept  the  money  than  execute 
the  bonds. 

He  then  iays,  he  neither  accepted  nor  vefiifed  the  oAfer,  hut  d&* 
tennined  to  fufpend  his  decifion  upon  the  alternative ;  and  to  prove 
that  this  was  his  determination,  what  does  hedo?  Hedoestheefibn- 
tial  a£t,  he  takes  the  money,  keeps  it,  and  lets  the  man  depart 
without  the  bonds,  or  any  legal  fecurity  whatever.  *  The  idea  of 
borrowing  this'morfey  came  into  the  head*  of  Mr.  Haftings  while 
he  was  at  perfedt  leifure,  failing  up  the  Ganges,  and  he  carries  it 
into  execution  in  the  manner  that  he  had  ftated.  Was  it  poffible 
for  their  Lord(hips  for  a  fingle  moment  to  heiitate  in  pronouncii^ 
this  a  diigraceAil  and  a  fraudulent  tranfadion  ?  Suppofing  a  cafe  of 
a  fimilar  nature,  he  would  even  put  one  of  himfelf  in  the  fituation 
in  which  he  had  the  honour  unworthily  to  be  placed:  Let  their 
Lordfhips  fuppofe  that  he,  being,  as  Mr.  Haftings  in  his  defence 
ftited  himfelf  to  be,  in  adiial  want  of  a  fum  of  money  for  his  pri- 
va^  expcncesi  were  to  fend  to  a  folidtor  in  Chancery,  and,  dcRsm 
him  to  bring  him  a  ^oufand  pounds,  and  upon  his  bringing  him.  die 
nioney,  he  were  about  to  execute-a  bond  for  diat  amount,  and  the 
fdicitor  were  to  ofier  him  the  money  as  a  gift,  and  he  were  to  t;ake 
it|  without  having  given  the  folicitor  in  queftion  a  legal  fceurity  for 
it,  of  any  kind  whatfoever,  and  proceed  to  apply  it  to  his  own  pri^ 
vtte  purpofesy  would  any  mail  living  believci  that  be  waf  not  fmih 
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that  moment  under  the  influence  of  the  folicitor>  that  he  could  not 
be  confcious  that  he  was  fo,  that  whenever  he  came'before  him  as  a 
fuitor  in  a  caufe,  his  countenance  and  the  recoUeftion  of  the  tranf- 
adlion  would  not  operate  as  a  check  ui>on  his  condud,  and  tend  in- 
evitably  to  warp  and  bias  his  decree,  and  thus  fubvert  and  deftroy 
every  principle  of  impartial  decidon,  equity,  and  judice  ?  Let  thdr 
Lordfhips  recoUedl,  that  tliey  had  upon  their  own  journals  prece- 
dents of  impeachments  founded  folely  upon  the  charge  of  money  cor- 
ruptly taken  by  perfons  in  h:gh  offices,  of  a  nature  limilar  to  that 
alledged  in  the  chaise  then  under  confideration,  and  prccifely  ana- 
logous to  the  cafe  that  he  had  put  hyp6thetically  refpefting  himfelf. 
Nay,  it  wa^  upon  record,  tliat  profecutions  had  been  inilituted,  and 
convi£tions  obtained,  followed  by  exemplary  punKhments^  in  cafes 
Mfhere  the  parties  had  gone  no  farther  than  to  prefume  to  make  the 
tender  of  a  prefent,  or  as  it  might  more  juftly  and  in  plainer  lan- 
guage be  termed,  a  bribe  to  a  perfon  in  high  office,  the  nature  and 
powers  of  which  neceffarily  implied,  that  he  would  be  abundantly 
able  to  make  an  ample,  but  indirect  return  in  future.  After  (>ur- 
fuing  this  modcof  reafoniog  with  infinite  ability  and  force  for  a  con- 
fidcrable  time,  his  Lord(hip  reprobated,  in  terms  equally  fcvere^  the 
manner  in  which  the  Defendant  had  attempted  to  get  rid  of  this  mo- 
ney of  Nobkiflen's  as  a  private  prefent  to  himfelf,  and  to  place  it 
to  the  Company's  account,  by  making  out  a  lift  of  antiquated  claims, 
being  not  only  diiburfements  of  long  landing,  but  of  ilatp  equipage 
.  and  pageantry,  aids-de>camp,  and  expcnccs  never  before  thought  of 
as  matter  of  charge  by  a  perfon  in  any  fituation  like  to  that  held  by 
Mr.  Hayings,  hut  charged  hy  him  in  the  Durbar  accounts  of  die 
year,  by  way  of  y^/-o^againft  the  fum  privately  received  from  Nob- 
kilfen.  Another  circumdance  (truck  him  as  very  extraordinary: 
That  the  Governor  General  of  Bengal  (hould  want  money  becaufe 
he  had  not  received  his  falary,  when  it  was  well  known  that  from 
his  fituation  he  might  have  paid  himfelf  with  the  utmoft  pundluality^ 
was  moft  unaccountable :  There  was  nothing  like  proof  of  the  af- 
fertion  being  true.  Mr.  Haftiiigs  had  offered  no  evidence  to  their 
Lordfhips  on  this  point.  His  LordOiip  faid,  it  could  not  be  con- 
tended that  this  part  of  the  defence  was  written  by  fome  other  per- 
fon ;  it  .was  very  ihort,  and  he  itiuft  take  it  as  Mr.  Haftings  had 
^ven  it;  and  he  mud  argue  upon  it,  as  written  by  Mr.  Hadi^gs 
himfelf,  which  it  certainly  was., 

Afrer  a  coniiderable  (hnre  of  dofe  reafoning  upon  this  part  of  the 
cafe,  his  Lordfliip  again  touched  on  the  eifential  fads  in  each'chaige 
to  which  he  had  adverted,  and  faid,  that  with  refpcdt  to  the  prcfcnc 
xtf  ten  lacks  of  rupees,  received  from  the  Nalx^b  Vizier^  and  which 
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Mr.  Haflings  had  appropriated,  as  he  fatd,  to  the  publk  fervicc  ; 
ihc  faft  did  not  by  any  means  appear  to  him  to  be  clearly  afcertain- 
cd.     Upon  the  very  face  of  the  account,  above  a  lack  and  a  lialf  , 
of  rupees  was  ftated  to  be  a  balance  in  Mr.  Haftings's  hands*     It 
did  not  appear  that  he  had  paid   that  balance.     There  was  alfo  in  r 
the  account  four  lacks  and  a  half  of  rupees  fcnt  to  the  refident  of 
Benares,  which,  for  any  thing  that  appeared,  might  have  been  re- 
paid to  Mr.  Haftings,  as  well  as  the  five  lacks  fent  to  the  army,  and 
placed  under  the  head  of  militar)^  charges.     As  to  the  prefent  from 
Cheyt  Sing,  the  learned  L(3rd  faid  it  did  not  appear  to  hint  now, 
whether  the  Company  had  evef  got  ir.     The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  laid,  and  indeed   Mr.^  Larkins  had  fwom  fo,  that  the   fugi 
brought  ta  credit  in  November,   1780,  under  the  mhors  of  difFe- . 
rent  forts  coined  in  the  mint,  was  this  prefent.'^   Now,  their  Lord-  . 
Ihips  knew,  tliat  Mr.  Haftings,  <is  Governor,  had  been  for  years 
in  the  habit  of  receiving  fmall  pfefcftts,  called  iiLizzirs,  and  bring- 
ing thena  to  the  credit  of  the  Company.      It  appeared  to  him  that 
this  payment  of  "  mhors  of  forts,"  which  was  made  in  November,   . 
was  really  the  produce  of  thgfe  prcfents,  or  nuzzirt,  as  thefe  were 
called. 

* 

Having  in  a  furamary  way  reinforced  his  argument,  his  Lord- 
fhip  declared,  in  treating  the  whole  fubjedV,  he  had  been  fpeaking 
as  fdemnly  and  as  fcrioufly  as  he  would  have  done,  if  trying  a  caufc 
in  one  of  the  courts  in  Wcftminfter  Hall,  and  delivering  a  charge 
to  a  jury  ;  he  had  no  feeling  of  a  pcrfonal  nature,  no  motive  of  ill- 
will  to  the  defendant,  nor  any  wifh  but  to  feivc  the  caufc  of  natural 
and  national  juftice,  and  to  pronounce  judgement  according  to  the 
evidence,  and  his  convidion  of  the  i-^fult  of  the  trial.  Having  - 
iaid  this,  his  Lordfhip  gave  it  as  his  opinion,  that  the  feveral  mat- 
ters of  a  criminal  nature  to  which  he  had  referred,  might  as  well 
be  comprehended  in  a  general  queftion,  "  That  the  Commoas  had 
made  good  the  whole  of  the  refiduc  of  the  fixth  article;  and  the- 
rcafon  why  he  thought  fo  was,  that  the  fafts  criminally  alledg^id 
throifghout  the  article,  and  proved  in  evidence,  conftituted  only  on« 
general  crime,  viz.  that  of  corruption ;  the  feveral  matters  alledgcd 
and  fubftantiated  by  the  written  and  parole  evidence  were  nothing 
more  than  fo  many  overt  adts,  or  inftances  in  proof  of  the  general 
charge-  On  tliat  ponfideration  he  had  taken  the  trouble  to  go 
through  the  whole  refidue  of  the  article,  ^d  (hould  not,  unlefs  it 
ihould  be  made  neceflCary  by  others,  trouble  thsir  LordThips  again 
refpcfting  it|  havings  for  which  he  found  himfelf  bound  to  apolo- 
gize, detained  the  Committee  fo  long  already.  His  Lord(hip  con- 
duded  by  faying,  that  he  would  not  move  the  general  qucilbn^' 
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which  he  had  taken  the  liberty  to  fuggeft,  if  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  wiChed  rather  to  divide  die  article  into  parts>  and  tto  make 
each  part  of  the  fubjed  a  fpecific  quedion. 

The  Earl  of  MANSFIELD  declared  he  had  the  ndsfcrtunc  to 
JaffcT  in  opinion  upon  die  prefent  occafion  from  bodi  the  n6ble  and 
leaiped  Lords.     He  would  not  attempt  to  adopt  a  doArine  foddious 
as  that  of  endeavouring  to  juftify  a  crime,  by  coUedling  a  good  in- 
tendon  from  the  ufe  made  of  th&  produce  of  the  crime  uldmately ; 
a  moi^  mon(bx)us  dodfarine,  or  one  more  repugnant  to  every  prin- 
ciple of  juftice,  he  could  not  well  conceive.     Painful  as  it  was  to 
him  to  declare  hi^  opinion,  fince^  in  a  certain  d^rce,  that  (pinion 
was  unfavourable  to  Mr.  Haidngs,  yet  his  fenfe  of  public  duty  com- 
pelled him  to  do  it.     According  to  his  conibrufUon  of  the  law,  Mr. 
Haftings  had  broke  it  in  the  five  feveral  infbnces  now  before  their 
Lordfbips  :  he  meant  in  the  receipt  of  the  feveral  prefents  from  Sa- 
chnundf  Kelleram,  the  Nabob  Vizir,  Nundoolol,  and  NobkilTen. 
He  £iid,  he  was  Well  aware  that  there  were  lituations  in  which  a 
public  man  migjht  be  placed,  that  would  render  a  breach  of  the  law 
not  only  venial,  but  highly  meritorious.     He  made  every  poflibie 
allowance  for  the  arduous  and  uncommonly  difficult  (icuadon  in 
which  Mr.  Hafdngs  was  placed,  and  confequently  he  thou^t  him 
jufiified  in  receiving  all  the  prefents,  except  the  laft,  and  that  his 
condud  was  even  meritorious ;  (ince,  after  the  fulleft  confideradon 
which  he  could  give  to  the  evidence,  he  did  not,  in  his  confcience, 
believe  diat  Mr.  Hafdngs  had  the  mofl  diflant  idea  of  appropriating 
one  rupee  of  the  four  prefents  to  his  own  ufe.     He  rocdved  them 
with  the  erprefs  determinadon  of  appropriating  them  to  die  public 
fetvice,  and  they  certainly  were  fo  appropriated.     The  contradic- 
tions in  the  accounts,  numerous  as  they  were,  fccmed  to  proceed 
from  exceflive  carelefTnefs  and  inattention,  not  from  guilt.     Indeed, 
die  noble  and  leaiYied  Lord  (Thurlow)  had  ftated  the  evidence  fo 
dearly,  that  Im  ideas  were  confirmed  fdll  more  by  that  ilatemem : 
but  as  to  the  lafl  prefent  from  Nobklifen,  it  ftood  on  very  difierent 
grounds.     There  was  no  State  necefTity  pleaded  for  this  breach  of 
the  law*     The  money,  thougjli  taken  for  the  Company,  was  taken 
to  aocommodafc  Mr.  Ha^ingB,   and  appropriated  to  difchaige  a  de* 
snand  Aattfd  to  be  due  from  the  Company  to  Mr.  Hafdngs.     For 
his  aigument,  the  propriety  of  the  demand  was  out  of  die  queftioni 
Conceiving,  as  he  did,  that  the  receipt  of  each  prefent  was  illcgali 
(though  State  ncceffity  juflified  all  the  receipts  but  the  laft)  he  mull 
vote,  that  in  th^s  inflanceof  Nobkiffen's  prefent,  Mr.  Hafdngs  had' 
aflfed  illegally ;  and,  as  here  hd  could  not  aCqutt,  he  mufl  reluft- 
antly  lean  to  the  harlhcr  fidC|  and  condemn  die  ad^  unkfs  itfhould 
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be  proved  to  him  tfiat  his  opinion  of  the  law  was  erroneous.  Hb 
lamented  exceedingly,  that  dxere  fhould  be  a  (ingle  point  in  whidi 
lie  could  not  acquit  Mr.  Hafiings,  coniiftently.  with  hi^dutjr  as  a 
JtidgCy  for  no  man  had  a  higher  opinion  of  the  great  and  important 
public  fcrvices  which  he  had  rendered  his  country  than  he  had  ;  and 
ivhen  he  confidered  ^he  many  hardihips  he  had  fuffered  finoe  his 
return  from  India,  as  well  from  the  circuinibaicea  as  the  extreme 
length  of  the  fevere  and  arduous  trial  which  Mr,  HalUngs  had  un- 
dergone, the  calm  dignity  and  compofure  with  which  he  fuftained 
what  no  man  had  ever  borne  before  Mm,  he  felt  himfelf  ftrongly 
inclined  to  lean  towards  the  defendant,  and  to  put  the  mod  fovour. 
able  conftrtidHon  on  all  bis  actions. 

Lord  THURLOW  rcpWcd  to  the  Lord  Chancellor.  He  feid, 
he  (hiked  all  the  credit  which  their  Lord(htps  might  be  difpofed  ty 
give  htm  for  knowledge  as  a  lawyer,,  or  integrity. as  a  man,  on  the 
qudlion  flated  by  the  noble  and  learned  .  Lord.  He  differed  with 
him  completely,  and  he  beHeved  the  learned  Lord  would  not  get  a 
(ingle  lawyer  in  the  kingdom  to  fupport  the  dodfaine  which  he  had 
fo  diftin^y  laid  down,  and  whidi,  ifheunderibodhim  right,  wae 
this-«-that  the  receipt  of  a  prcfent,  by  a  perfon  in  die  (ituation  of 
Mr.  Haftings,  muft  be  o6rrupt ;  and  that  it  was  not  neceflaiy  to 
chaige  it  to  be  a  bribe  in  the  impeachment,  becaufe  the  perfon  giv- 
ii^  the  prefent  could  only  give  it  with  a  hope  of  procuring  genenA 
favour.  This  was  a  propodtion  which  Lord  Thurlow  contended 
could  not  Aand  for  a  moment  in  Wofhninfter  Hall.  The  Com- 
mons, to  ihcw  corruption,  ought  to  have  charged  fome  zSt  done  b^ 
Mr.  Haftings  to  the  feveial'  perfons  from  whom  the  fums  were  re» 
ceived,  as  In  the  fbft  divifion  of  this  chaxge.  In  that,  they  aocufed 
MV.  Ha(tings  of  giving  away  o(fices  for  money,  in  the  way  of  bn>- 
koge.  There  the  chaige  was  properly  drawn  up  :  but  in  the  cafe^ 
now  before  dieir  Lordfhips,  the  chaige  was  not  fo  worded ;  he  was 
merely  chaigcd  with  receiving  certain  fums  ^as  prcfents  or  gifts,  ex- 
cept in  the  ca(e  of  Kelleram,  where,  in  con(ideration  of  this  pre- 
fent, he  let  him  certain  lands.  That  cafe,  his  Lordfhip  faid,  he 
fhould  coniider  fully,  when  it  came  unmixed  with  the  prefeii||f4)uef^ 
tion,  which  be  hoped  the  learned  Lord  would  allow  to  be  pot  usk* 
conoeflcd  With  other  matter  that  had  no  rchtbn  to  it.  When  he 
came  to  the  chaige  of  NobkifTen,  he  would  endeavour  to  fbte  the 
opinion  diat^he  hod  formed  upon  it.  He  was  indeed  aftonifhed  at 
^e  remarks  which  the  learned  Lord  had  made  vnfioiti  the  Durbar 
diaiges.  He  would  (hte  how  the  evidence  Qxvuck  him^  when  be 
tocdc  into  con(ideration  the  prefent  from  the  Nabob  Vizir ;  nor  was 
it  aflonUhment  lels  excited  by  the  remarks  which  the  learned  Lonl 
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had  made  on  the  Benares  prcfent,  remarks  that  had  efcaped  the  fa- 
gacity  of  the  Managers  themfelvcs.  It  ^as  diflindiy  in  evidence, 
and  (worn  by  Mr.  Larkins,  that  the  entry,  under  the  head  of  De- 
pofitSy  in  the  treafury  account  for  November,  1780,  v?as  theprc- 
fent  received  from  CheytSing  in  June  ;  but  being  rccrtvcd  in  gold 
nahors,  not  current  in  Calcutta,  it  was  not  brought  to  credit  until 
the  whole  was  coined  ;  though  as  fait  as  it  was  received  from  the 
mint  it  was  paid  into  the  treafury,  and  expended  in  the  public  fer- 
vice  :  for  the  learned  Lord  has  not  at  all  attended  to  the  evidence 
of  Mr.  Larkins,  if  he  fuppofes  that  thefe  two  lacks  were  not  em- 
ployed in  the  public  fcrvicc.  I  fancy,  my  Lords,  it  will  be  found, 
that,  during  the  war,  the  treafury  in  Calcutta  feldom  contained  two 
lacks  cf  rupees  in  it  for  two  days  together.  The  learned  Lord  is 
totally  miftaken  in  fuppofing  ijt  poflible.for  Mr.  Halvings  to-  have 
entered  nuzzirs>  as  depofits ;  they  are  publicly  entered  under  the 
head  of  Durbur  charges,  words  of  fimilar  import  with  nuzxirs,  when 
applied  to  receipts,  from  the  Governor  General ;  whereas,  had  he 
i  entered  .tliofe  nuzxirs  as  depofits,  he  would  have  made  them  his 
own  property.  The  learned  Lord  cannot  withhold  his  belief  from 
the  evidence  given  on  thefe  points,  if  he  will  condefcend  to  read  it. 
I  do  not  wonder,  confidcring  the  important  avocatbns  in  which  the 
learned  Lord  is  engaged,  that  he  has  paid  more  attention  to  the  fyl- 
labus  in  his  hand  than  it  appears  to  defcrve..  All  nuzxirs  are  en- 
tered as  Durbar  charges :  in  point  of  fadt,  there  is  no  head  of  ac- 
count in  the  Bengal  treafury  books,  called*  either  nuxzirs  or  prefcnts. 
The  only  head  is  Durbar  charges,  and  under  that  head  all  nuxzirs, 
or  prefents,  received  by  Mr.  Haftings  on  the  Company's  accpunt, 
are  entered,  as  I  will  endeavour  to  explain  when  I  confidcr  the  re- 
mainder of  this  article.  There  is  npthing  like  a  reafon  tp  be  af- 
figncd  for  difcrediting  the  tcftimony  of  Mr.  Larkins :  he  profcfTcs 
himfelf  to  be,  and  undoubtedly  is,  a  warm  and  finccre  friend  to 
Mr.  Haftings  ;  but  that  friendftiip  has  not  led  him  to  fwear  pofi- 
tlvely  to  any  point  tliat  he  cannot  fully  recolle<ft.  Yet,  this  gentle- 
man fwcars  direflly,  that  the  prefent  which  Mr.  Haftings  received 
from  Sadanund,  for  the  Company,  in  June  1780,  through  him, 
wds  not  entered  in  the  treafury  books  till  November  ;  becaufe,  until 
that  month, .  the  prefent  paid  in  foreign  coin  wa^  not  all  rc-coined, 
and  brought  into  the  treafury.  In  addition  to  the  evidence  of  Mr. 
Larkins,  who  appears  to  have  ftood  equally  high  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Marquis  Cornwallis  and  the  DirecSors, .  as  in  (hat  of  Mr.  Haf- 
tings, there  is  the  teftimony  of  Mr.  Markham,  ^to  whom  Mr.  Haf- 
tings communicated  this  prefent  \  it  ftands,  therefore,  on  the  clearcft 
and  the  faireft  ground.     Two  gentlemen  of  undoubted  honour,  and 
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ummpeached  charaflers^  fwearing  pofitively  to  a  fa£t>  and^  no  cvi* 
dence  bdng  offered  on  the  other  fide  to  difprove  it,  no  dbubt  can 
.  remain  in  the  breaft  of  a  Judge  upon  the  fubjedt. 

The  queftion  now  before  your  Lordthips  (hnds  upon  veiy  dlitinft 
ground  from  all  the  others.  It  is  in  proof,  that  in ^  June  1780, 
Mr.  Haffir^s'  received  a  prefcnt  of  two  lacks  of  rupees :  it  is  in 
proof,  that  even  before  he  did  recdve  it,  he  told  Mr.  Larkins,  the 
gentleman  to  whom  the  money  was  to  be  paid,  that  he  took  it  for 
tfie  Company.  A  fimilar  communication  was  made  to  Mr.  Mark- 
ham,  in  Bengal,  immediately  ;  and  by  the  iirft  fore^  (hip  that 
fidled,  to  Mr.  Siilivan  ;  and  to  the  Directors  by  the  (irft  Englifh 
Ihip.  What  evidehce  is  there  on  the  odier  fide  *that  can.  induce 
your  Lordihips  to  think  that  he  took  this  prefent  for  himfelf  ?  Ac- 
cording to  my. judgement,  none  at  all.  I  have  already  dated  to 
your  Lordfliips,  that  after  t^ing  his  counfel  he  had  advanced  his 
ciwn  money,  it  was  abfolutey  ncceflary  that  it  (hould  appear  on  the 
treafury  books  as  a  depofit  in  his  own  name :  but  did  that  money 
deprive  the  Company  of  the  complete  ufe  of  it,  from  the  tndant  it 
was  paid  in?  Certainly  not.  In  May  1782,  the  Company  were 
informed  that  two  lacks  of  rupees,  entered  in  fuch  a  page  of  the 
depoiit  journal,  was  their  property.  In  the  fame  letter  they  were 
informed,  that  certain  bonds,  numbered  fo  and  fo,  were  not  his 
property,  but  the  pn^erty  of  the  Company.  It  cannot,  therefore, 
be  feid,  that  Mr.  Haftings,*  fubfequent  to  the  date  of  that  letter, 
could  have  converted  either  the  bonds  or  the  dcpoGt  monc]^  to  his 
own  ufe  ;  therefore  his  not  formally  delivering  up  the  bonds  unril 
hetjuitted  India  in  February,  1785,  was  a  matter  of  no  confe- 
quence:  it  was  equally  immaterial  as  to  the  depofits.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  has  been  plcafed  to  remark,  that  by  not  delivcr- 
ii^upthefe  bonds,  and  (Iriking  his  name  from  the  depofit  books, 
the  ftate  of  the  Company's  affairs  appeared  to  be  worfc  than  they 
really  were  in  the  year  1783,  by  fix  lacks  of  rupees,  or  fixty  thou- 
fand  pounds.  My  Lords,  that  is  not  the  cafe  exadly,  if  the  faft 
really  were  of  any  confcquence.  In  July  1783,  the  Company  and 
Parliament  were  in  poffeflion  of  full  information  of  thofe  prefents. 
The  meafure  which  rendered  a  full  expofure  of  the  Company's  af- 
fairs noceflary,  was  not  brought  iri  until  November ;  and  when  the 
deficit  was  flated  to  amount  to  many  millions,  this  fmall  fum  could 
not  have  altered  the  cafe  in  any  degree. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  fpokc  (hortly  in  reply  to  .Lord 
Thorlow,  in  fupport  and  explanation  of  the  point  of  law  that  he 
d  lai^   d  own  ;    and 
L>r  d    THURLOW  rofe  again,  for  the  pur^ofc  of  declaring  that 
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he  totally  difiered  with  the  learned  Lord,  as  to  his  oofiOnidbh.of 
Ae  kw  ;  but  at  that  late  hour  of  the  night  he  vnould  not  enter,  into 
a  farther  difcuffion  of  the  difference  between  them*  He  woidd  re- 
Ifiirve  wh^t  he  had  to  fay  upon  it  for  their  next  meeting. 

The  Earl  o£  CAERNARVON  declared,  he  thought  the  aipi- 
mcnts  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  who  had,  with  fo  much  aU- 
Iky  and  acoiracy,  gone  through  the  whok  of  the  reniainder  of  the 
chsrge,^  were  irrefiilible  i  to  his  mind,  at  leaft,  they  conveyed  the 
ftrongcft  convidlon ;  nor  had  any  thing  faid  by  the  nc^le  and  learned 
JLord  who  opened  the  difcuflion  of  the  day,  tehded  to  weaken  tiaatt 
conviction.     No  man,  his  Lordihip  faid,  could  be  more  CQiifdods 
than  he  was  of  his  own  inability  to  contend  on  points  of  law  with 
.cither  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lords ;  certainly  he  would  not  pre- 
lame  to  do  any  fuch  thing .;  but  he  could  not  help  exprefling  a  grdit 
C'Dubt,  whether  the  law  could  Aand  as  it  had  been  laid  down  by  the 
noble  and  learned  LcH^d  who  hadopene^  the  charge  (Lord  Thudow). 
It  appeared  to  him  fo  (ingular  a  propofition,  that  where  a  perfen, 
fituated  as  Mr«  Hadings,  in  his  capacity  of  Governor  Geneial,  had 
been,  accepted  a  prdent  from  another,  who  was  dependant  upon 
his  power,  was  not  prima  fircig,  and  of  itfclf  a  criminal  z6t,  exda- 
five  of  its  being  prohibited  by  the  a£):  of  x  77  3,  that,  in  his  judge- 
ment, uninformed  as  he  was  on  fuch  matters,  it  oould  not  be  law. 
l^he  Earl  particularly  adverted  to  the  circumftances  that  maiKedtfae 
condiii5l  of  Mf*  Haftings,  in  refped  ib  the  prcfent  of  two  lacks,  taken 
from  Sadanund,  the  huxey  of  Cheyt  Sing,  and  fatd,  they  were  all 
of  them  unaccountably  myilerioos  and  obfcure,  if  it  were  true  that 
Mr.  Haftings,  from  the  moment  of  histakif^  the  money,  meant  to 
afpKopriafe  it  to  the  ufe  of  the  Company,  as  the.  noble  and  learned 
Lord  had  contended.     If  fuch  had  been  his  intention,  why  did 
Mr.  Hadings  caufe  tlie  money  to  remain  fo  long  in  the  ihape  of  a 
depolit,  altogether  ufelefs  to  the  Company    in  the  hands  of  Mr. 
Croftcs  ?  The  meafurcs  he  took  on  that  cccaficn  appeared  evidently 
4o  h^ve  no  other  motive  than  to  fliufSc  pflf  fufpicion,  orelfe  whyfii 
much  iccrccy  r  The  letter  of  the  defendant  to  the  Diiedors,  dated 
November  17 So,  on  which  fo  much  flrefs  had  been  laid,  by  m 
means  wiped  hi(h  clean  of  that  fufpicion*     In  that  letter  he  con- 
tented bimfelf  with  declaring,  that  the  money  tendered  by  him  to 
the  Board,  to  defray  the  expence  of  Major  Cramac's  regiment,  was 
not  his  own,  but  money  that  had  been  recdved  by  him  far.  the  ufe 
of  the  Public.     The  letter  neither  informed  die  DireSors  by  whom 
tlie  prcfent  of  the  two  lacks  was  given,  or  when,  or  where:  it 
k  ckcd,  therefore,  and  wgs  liable  to  the  fufpicion  of  the  Ictt^'s  being 
fo  unfatisfadlorily  cxprcffcd,  merely  to  be  ufcd  is  a  (hield  from  de* 
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tcdion,  and  juil  amounted  to  enough  to  afForS  Mr.  H;iftings  (omo-  * 
thing  to  take  fhelter,  and  to  hide  behind,  'whenever  that  prefcatof 
Sadanund's,  or  any  other,  \vhich  he  had  privately  taken,  (hould 
happen  to  be  difcovercd.  -  After  reafoning  pointedly  on  the  letter, 
as  the  ftrongeil  evidence  of  the.  defendant's  criminality,  the  Earl 
commented  on  the  letter  of  May  a  2,  1782,  and  that  of  December 
16,  in  the  fame  year ;  arguing  that  there  was  fomcthing  extremely 
qucflionable  in  the  circumftances  relative  to  both.  '  Mr.  Larkins^ 
lA  his  affidavit,  fwears,  that  the  letter  of  May  22  was  fealed  up  at 
tbe  time  of  writing  it,  tc)  be  difpatchcd  by  the  Lively,  and  that  it 
remained  cloferf  until  the  date  of  the  affidavit,  viz.  December  164 
when  it  was  opened.  It  was  very  unufual,  the  Earl  faid,  for  a 
perlbn  who  wrote  a  letter^  tp  refer  to  the  inclofures  contained,  and ' 
yet  feai  his  letter,  without  firft  plitting  the  inclofures  referred  to 
into  it*  His  Lordfhip  alfo  animadverted  upon  the  accounts  of  the 
approf>rbtion  of  the  various  fums  received  at  different,  times  by  Mu 
Hailings,  and  the  accounts  cf  Mr.  Larkins  of  the  fame  matters ) 
and,  after  arguing  clofely  upon  all  the  principal  topics  alluded  to 
by  the  Lord  Chancellor,  his  Lordffiip  concluded  with  declaring,  thar, 
in  his  opinion^  had  Mr.  Haffings  wiffied  to  conceal  all  the  prefents 
he  had  taken,  he  could  not  have  ufed  morie  art,  or  exercifed  more 
ikilful  cunning  to  provide  againft  detection,  tlian  he  had  u(ed  in 
every  inftance  of  receiving  a  prefent.  '  He  therefore  believed  him 
guilty  of  the  charge,  and  (hould  give  Ms  vote  accordingly. 

The  Bifhc^  of  ROCHESTER  laid,  he  could  not  fatisfy  his<»rt- 
fcienoe  t&  give  a  filent  vote,  or  he  would  not  rife  at  that  late  hour, 
but  he  would  detain  their  Lordfhips  for  a  few  minutes  only.  He 
felt  himfelf  bound  to  decide  in  his  own  mind  by  the  evidence  before 
him,  and  he  had  attended  to  the  evidence  as  well  during  the  tttal, 
as  iince  it  had  been  printed,  with  the  utmoft  care  and  minutenefs* 
In  the  volumes  fo  often  and  fo  neceflarily  referred  to  in  the  courfe 
of  the  dUcuflions  in  the  Committee  of  their  Lordihips^  in  the  evi« 
dence  he  faw  nothing  that  could  lead  him  to  believe  that  Mr.  Haf-* 
tings  had  been  aifhiated  by  bad  or  corrupt  motives,  and  he  would 
not  allow  himfelf  to  fuppofe  that  any  fuchexifted,  without  full  proof 
that  diey  did.  He  confined  himfelf  for  the  prefent  to  the  two  lacks 
received  ftom  Sadanund,  becaufe  that  appeared  to  him  to  be  the 
moic  proper  fubjedl  of  their  Lordfhips'  confideration  that  day.  The 
refultof  the  whole  evidence,  as  it  ftruck  him,  was  this,  that  Mr* 
Haftings  wa&  aduated  by  the  pureft  motives  in  receiving  that  pre* 
lent;  that  diere  were  perplexities  and  eontradidtionsin  the  accounU, 
he  was  willing  to  admit ;  they  had  employed  him  many  hours  in  his 
clgfet,  and  he  was  ready  to  confcfs  that  he  was  not  fufficiently  niaf«- 
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tcr  of  merchants  accounts  to  unravel  them  :  but  he  m^s  equally 
ready  to  confcfs,  diat'he  drew  conclufions  from  thefc  contradictions 
totally  different  from  thofc  that  had  been  drawn  both  by  the  noble- 
arid  learned  Lord  on  the  woolfack,  in  tfic  forcible  and  eloquent 
ipecch  of  that  night,  and  the  noble  Earl  who  had  juft  fat  down.— 
In  the  account  given  of  thofc  bonds  by  Mr.  Halvings,  and  in  the 
account  given  by  Mr.  Larkins,  there  were  differences  ;  but  he  be- 
lieved Mr.  Haftings  had  been  miftakcn,  and  that  Mr.  Larkins's 
account  was  the  corredl  one.  No  noble  Lord  could  believe,  that 
if  Mr.  Haftings -had- TJ^Titteri  a  wilful  falLhood  from  Cheltenham, 
as  to  the  date  of  the  indorfement  on  the  bondsi^  he  would  have  ea- 
gerly fent  to  Bengal  ifor  thofc  very  bonds,  which  the  moment  they 
appeared  muft  convift'  him  of  mifrcprefcntation.  No  man  can  be- 
lieve, that  if  Mr.  Haftings  originally  received  the  bonds  with  an 
intent  to  convert  tliem  to  his  own  ufe,  he  would  not,  on  being  in- 
duced by  fear  t6  alter  his  mind,  have  antedated  the  indorfement  to 

'the  very  day  that  he  Jrecdved  the  bonds.  The  teamed  Prelate  faid, 
that  he  fully  concurred  in  all  the  rcafoning  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Thurlowj.  The  Managers  read  a  letter  from  Mr;  Haftings^ 
which  they  pledged  themfelvcs  to  falfify  in  all  its  parts ;  but  they 

-  had  wholly  failed  to  do  fo.  His  Lordftiip  then  went  through  the 
fcveral  points  of  the  letter,  and  faid,  not  only  the  facb  ftated  in  it 
were  undeniable,  but  no  noble  Lord  could  read  it,  he  conceived, 
without  feeing  the  mind  of  the  writer,  and  without  being  convinced 
that  bafe  and  fordid  emoluments  were  not  the.  objects  that  attraded 
his  attention.  In  this  cafe,  wher«  there  was  in  fa6t  no  evidence, 
and  where  all  depended  upon  inference,  he  muft  rcfort  to  general 
charafter  ;  and  he  had  no  fcruple  to  fay,  that  the  ComnK>ns  had 
totally  miftaken  the  charafter  of  Mr.  Haftings.  They  charged  him 
with  living  adopted  the  various  meafurcs,  which  form  the  articles, 
with  the  view  principally  of  acquiring  for  himfelf  exorbitant  wealth* 
The  learned  Prelate  faid,  that  not  a  tittle  of  evidence  had  appeared 

■  to  fubftantiate  fuch  an  allegation  ;  but  that  his  charaftcr  was, fo  com- 
pletely the  reverfc,  appeared  fo  ftrongly  in  proof  upon  the  evidence, 
that  it  would  be  necdlefs  to  ftrengthen  that  evidence  by  an  appeal  to 
the  common  fenfe  and  underftanding  of  mankind  on  th.e  fubjcfl.— 
He  could  ealily  account  in  his  own  mind  for  fuch  a  great  charadef 
as  Mr.  Haftings,  with  fo  much  upon  his  mind,  having  been  uni- 
formly negligent  and  inattentive  to  all  matters  of  money,  and  all 
accounts  that  related  to  money  tranfadtions  ;  indeed  it  was  evident 
that  Mr.  Haftings  was  a  man  who  had  been  uncommonly  Tcprd- 
lefs  of  money  ;  otherwife  it  would  have  been  impoffible  to  account 
for  tlie  ftateof  his  fortune  in  every  year  between  1778  and  17851 
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to  which  his  attorney  had  fworn  at  their  Lordflups*  bar ;  and  what 
ftmck  mc,  faid  the  learned  Prelate,  as  cxtraordinar\\  when  not  a 
fingic  qucftlon  was  put  by  the  Managers.  *  His  Lordfliip  concluded 
a  very  clear  and  eloquent  fpcech,  with  declaring,  that  he  (hould 
fay  Not  content  to  die  motion. 

TuefJay^    2  4  th  March. 

Lord  THURLOW  began  by  faying,  that  it  was  his  intention 
to  have  gone  fully  into  the  feveral  points  opened  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  the  preceding  day  ;  but  that  having  miflaid  his  papers^ 
he  would  endeavour  to  fpeak  to  them  from  memqry  as  well  as  he 
could,  fenfiblc  that  it  would  be  too  great  an  intrufion  upon  the  time 
of  the  Committee  to  delay  them  a  moment  on  that  confideration. 

The  moft  material  and  important  point  of  difcuflfion  was   tli« 
ground  upon  which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  ftatcd,   that  he 
thou^t  one  qucftiononly  might  be  put  upon  all  the  remaining  pre- 
fcnts,  as,  in  his  opinion,  there  was  one  principle  which  would  go^- 
vem  them  all,  however  they  might  vary  in  their  circumftances.     In 
the  introduction  of  this  principle,  which,  as  hx  as  his  (Lord  Thur- 
low's)  recoUedlion  went,  was  entirely  new  in  point  of  difcufTion,  (it 
having  never  occurred  to  either  party  at  the  bar  during  the  courfe  of 
the  trial,  and  certainly  not  to  the  profccutors   in  framing  the  im- 
peachment) ;  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  laid  that  out  of  the 
cafe  which,  in  his  contemplation  of  the  fubjcdl,  was  the  only  ground 
and  foundation  of  the  prefent  charge,  as  fent  up  by  tKe  Commons, 
namely,  the  ad  of  Parliament,    13   Geo.    IIL      The  principle 
fo  introduced,  however,  and  which  he  was  now  about  to  examine, 
was,  if  he  underftood  it  correfily,  this,  "  That  at  common  law, 
the  relative  fituation  of  the  donor  and  donee  of  any  gift  or  prcfcnt, 
was  alone  fufficient  to  conftitute  the  acceptance  of  fuch  gift  a  crimtr, 
for  which  an  indidlment  would  lie,  always  fuppofing  the  gift  to  pafs 
from  an  inferior  in  office  to  his  (Viperior  ;  and  that,  without  charg- 
ing it  to  have  been  given  for  brokage,  or  flating  any  other  corrupt 
confidei]|Uion  in  the  indidtment."     To  this  pofition  their  Lordfhips 
would  recolledl  he  had  on  the  preceding  day  ventured  to  exprefs  not 
only  his  diflent,  but  fome  degree  of  (brprife,  in  fo  m^ch  as  it  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  extremely  novel,  and  alfo  to  be  at  variance 
both  with  the  principles  and  forms  upon  which  all  indi(flments  for 
conruption,  that  had  fallen  under  l^is  obfervation,  had  hitherto  been 
framed  and  fupported.     In  adverting  to  this  propofition  at  that  time 
he  had  obferved,  and  he  was  flill  of  opinion,  that  the  relative  fitu- 
ation of  die  parties   in  all  pecuniary  tranfa6lions  of  the  nature  of 
thnfein  quei^ion,  was  no  doubt  a  material  ingredient,  and  that  which 
Vol.  XLII,  P  p 
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not  only  would,  but  ought  to  excite  a  fufpicion  and  jealoufyy  pro- 
portionate to  the  diftance  at  wMch  the  giver  was  removed  from  ths 
pcrfon  receiving  the  prefent :  but  that  it  uras  alone  fufficient  to  con- 
Aitute  and  to  raife  the  tranfadion  into  a  cr'imei  was  a  propofidon 
he  never  could  accede  to.  Indeed,  the  more  he  confidercd  it,  and 
the  more  he  turned  it  in  his  mind,  which  he  did  affure  their  Lord- 
fhi^  he  had  done  with  all  the  attention  he  could  give  it,  the  more 
he  was  convinced,  as  a  lawyer,  and  in  that  convidion  he  had  had 
an  opportunity  of  being  fortified  by  much  abler  opinions  than  hii^ 
own,  that  it  would  be  impoiTible  to  fupport  an  indidment  s^t  com- 
mon law  agiiinft  a  fuperior  in  office  for  taking  a  prefent  from  an 
inferior,  by  merely  putting  the  fiift  of  the  prefent  being  made,  and 
the  relative  fituation  of  the  parties,  up6n  the  record :  but  that  the 
indidment  muft  go  on  to  date  fome  corrupt  confideratbn  as  the  mo- 
tive, which  corrupt  confideration  muft  cither  be  admitted  or  proved 
as  laid.  The  nc^Ie  and  learned  Lord,  in  fupport  of  his  propofidon 
in  a  former  debate,  had  alluded  to  the  Stat.  5  and  6  Edw.  VI. 
c.  16.  againd  buying  and  felling  offices,  and  had  drawn  an  aigu- 
ment  from  it,  as  if  before  that  Aatute  the  fale  of  offices  was  illegal 
at  comijnon  law.  But  if  any  argument  could  be  drawn  from  it,  the 
whole  frame  of  the  (latute,  and  more  particularly  the  exceptions  in 
it,  affi)rdcd  an  inference  the  other  way ;  for  it  is  an  enacting,  not 
a  declaratory  (htute.  It  excepts  all  offices  of  inheritance :  it  pro- 
vides "  tliat  the  Chief  Jufliccs  of  the  King's  Bench  and  Gxnmon 
Pleas,  and  the  Juflicesof  Affize,  may  do  in  every  behalf,  touching 
any  office  to  be  given  or  granted  by  them  as  they  might  have  done 
before  the  aft  ;"  and  it  allows  **  all  bargains,  fates,  &c.  of  any  of- 
fice concluded  before  the  ift  day  of  March  next  coming  to  be  in 
fuch  force  as  if  the  zSt  had  never  been  made."  Now,  exdufive 
of  the  inconfiftency  which  would  be  imputable  to  the  Legiflature  in 
lilloWing  the  fale  of  offices  for  a  limited  period  after  the  adt  was 
made,  in  derogation  of  the  common  law  of  the  land,  and  a  peipetual 
exception  in  favour  of  the  Chief  Juftices  of  either  Bench,  and  of 
the  Judges  of  Affixe,  it  was  a  known  and  acknowledged  fzA,  that 
every  one  of  the  very  refpeftable  and  honourable  perfons  who  havt 
filled  thofe  feveral  offices,  have,  from  the  time  the  zSt  was  made  to 
the  prefent  moment,  without  the  fmalleft  imputation  or  idea  of  Aain 
upon  their  charadter,  fold  the  feveral  offices  belongii^  to  their  re- 
fpedlive  fituations  as  they  have  become  vacant,  openly  and  withoot 
referve.  Could  it  then  be  argued  that  fuch  fale  was  an  indidable 
offence  at  common  law ;  or  rather,  was  not  the  uniform  prafliccof 
b  many  refpedbble  charaftcrs  a  proof  of  the  rcverfe,  and  an  affir- 
mance of  what  the  common  law  was  in  tlut  refpefi  i  for  the  flatute 
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only  allows  them  **  to  do  in  that  behalf  as  they  might  have  done 
before  the  z&  ivas  made."  It  was  true,  that  in  a  cafe  decided  in 
the  Star  Chainber,  and  reported  in  Noy,  the  SherifFof  Nottingham  *, 
who  had  given  the  offices  of  jailor  and  bailiff  to  his  fervants,  who 
fold  them,  and  gave  him  the  money,  was  indited  for  fo  doing  ; 
and  exception  being  taken  that  he  could  not  be  fined,  but  that  it 
beii^  an  oflence  created  by  the  ftatute,  he  could  only  be  punifhed 
as  the  aA  prefciibed ;  the  Court  held  he  might  be  fined^  for  that  it 
was  malum  inje^  and  a  crime  at  common  law.  But  except  that 
dociGon,  which  had  never  been  followed  or  adopted  by  any  autho- 
rity fince,  there  was  no  cafe  to  be  found  in  the  books  to  warrant 
fuch  a  dodrine.  That  cafe,  however,  as  far  as  it  went,  was  an 
authority  to  fliew  that  if  the  matter  inqueftion  were  a  newly-created 
offence,  as  in  his  opinion  it  dearly  was,  there  could  be  no  proceed- 
ing or  judgement  upon  it,  but  under  the  ftatute.  He  would  next, 
therefore,  proceed  to  examine  the  fever^  remaining  prefents  in  the 
charge,  and  liow  far  they  were  maintainable  under  the  provifions  of 
the  ftatute,  .or  fupported  in  point  of  proof. 

In  the  cafe  of  Kelleram  and  Cullian  Sing,  the  Commons  had 
cxprefsly  charged  that  Mr.  Haftings  took  that  money  as  a  confide- 
ration  for  letting  them  certain  lands  in  perpetuity,  to  the  great  in- 
jury of  the  Eaft-India  Company.  In  the  cafe  of  Muny  Begum  and 
Nundcomar,  the  Commons  charge  that  he  took  bribes  for  brokage 
and  appointments  to  ofHces.  In  thefe  inftances,  the  charges  are 
accurately  drawn,  and  it  is  not  true,  faid  his  Lordfhip,  that  ar- 
ticles of  impeachment  have  generally  been  loofely  or  inaccurately 
drawn.  On  the  contrary,  they  have  had  all  that  legal  ftridlnefs  of 
late  years  which  is  required  in  an  indictment.  He  did  not  fpeak, 
he  faid,  of  more  ancient  impeachments,  in  which  certainly  very 
little  attention  was  paid  cither  to  the  forms  or  the  fubftance  of  juf- 
tice.  Having  concluded  the  legal  argument.  Lord  Thurlow  pro- 
ceeded to  the  next  head  of  the  chaige,  upon  which  he  faid  he  would 
not  trefpafs  long  upon  their  Lordfhips'  indulgence,  as  the  evidence 
upon  it  lay  in  a  very  narrow  compafs. 

The  Commons  accufed  Mr.  Haftings  of  having  received  a  pre- 
fent  or  bribe  of  four  lacks  of  rupees  from  KeUeram  and  Cullian 

♦  This  cafe  is  thus  reported  in  Noy,  edit.  1656,  p.  102.  Stoeiwril 
againft  Nort/j,  N.  was  (herijOTof  Nottingham,  41  £liz.  and  took  money 
for  the  offices  of  jailor  and  bailiwick,  and  he  fir  ft  gave  them  to  his  fer* 
rants,  who  fold  them,  but  be  himfelf  had  the  money  ;  and  he  was  fined 
for  that,  for  it  was  contrary  to  4  Hen.  IV.  cap.  c.  And  alfo  by  the 
Court,  that  that  is  a  corruption,  and  a  great  cauie  of-  oppreiiioQ  in  the 
(i$cert :  and  fuch  fale  of  offices  is  malum  mfu  aad  fiiuibis. 

P  p  a 
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Sing,  or  one  of  them,  about  the  month  of  Oftobcr,  1780,  as  a 
contideration  for  letting  certain  lands  in  Bahar  in  perpetuity,  to  die 
great  injury  of  the  Eafl-India  Company. 

There  certainly,  faid  Lord  Thurlow,  is  no  evidence  that  fixes 
the  receipt  of  this  prefent,  or  of  the  cabooleat  or  engagement  for  the 
prefcot,  at  the  period  mentioned  in  the  charge.  On  the  contrary, 
the  evidence  carries  it  to  a  later  period. 

The  evidence  proves,  that  in  the  month  of  July  1780,  Raja 
Kelleram  was  permitted  by  the  Patna  Council  to  go  to  Calcutta,  at 
the  defire  of  Mr.  Haftings.  On  the  14th  of  November  1780, 
the  Governor  General  prefents  to  the  Board  an  araec  from  Maha 
Raja  Cullian  Sing,  ^ith  propofals  for  renting  the  province  of  Ba- 
har. He  recommends  to  Mr.  Francis  and  Mr.  Whclcr,  the  two 
members  prefent,  the  acceptance  of  thefc  propofals.  Nothing  far- 
Jther  appears  to  have  been  done  at  that  meeting  of  the  Board. 

On  the  1 5  th  of  December,  a  letter  is  read  from  the  Council  of 
Patna,  in  which  they  ftate  that  they  have  concluded  a  -fcttlcmcnt, 
fubjeS  to  the  approbation  of  the  Supreme  Council,  which  is  more 
advantageous  than  any  fettlement  made  for  many  years  paft.  The 
fecretary  is  immediately  ordered  to  draw  out  a  comparative  view  of 
the  two  fettlements — I  mean,  my  Lords,  the  propofals  from  tlic 
Patna  Council,  and  from  Maha  Raja  Cullian  Sing. 

On  the  1 9th  of  December,  the  fecretary  prefents  it ;  and  it  ap- 
pears from  the  comparifon  that  Cullian  Sing's  propofals  are  more  ad- 
vantageous than  thofe  fent  down  by  the  Patn^  Council.  They  are 
therefore  accepted.  Kellerani,  the  Naib  or  Deputy  of  Cullian 
Sing,  is  called  in,  and  declares  his  mafter's  affent  to  the  conditions. 
Khelats  are  ordered  for  Cullian  Sing  and  Kelleram,  and  the  Patna 
Council  are  informed  th.it  the  fettlement  is  concluded  with  Cullian 
Sing. 

The  funnud  was  made  mocurery,  a  term,  which  the  Commons 
cill  i  gram  of  perpetuity;  but,  my  Lords,  we  know  prccifely  what 
a  mjcurery  tenure  is,  and  how  very  different  indeed  from  a  grant 
in  perpetuity.  It  was  a  grant  to  Cullian  Sing,  which  miuft  have 
expired  at  his  death  at  all  events  ;  but  it  was  only  to  continue  in 
force  fo  long  as  his  kids  were  regularly  paid,  and  fo  Jong  as  no  op- 
preflions  were  exercifed  on  the  inhabitants.  He  was  not  permitted 
^o  claim  as  a  right  any  dcdudions  from  his  ftipulated  payments,  ci- 
ther for  drought,  inundations,  or  the  ravages  of  enemies.  If  any 
deduflions  were  allowed  hereafter,  they  were  to  be. received  as  in- 
indulgcnges.  Lcafes  in  perpetuity  are  indeed  nnu  granted  through- 
out Bengal ;  the  rents  arc  on  no  account  to  be  increafed,  but  to  rc- 
jWain,  invariable  fo  long  as  the  prefent  holders  of  the  land  and  tbcif 
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heirs  (hall  pay  the  rents  as  fettled  in  the  year  1791*  How  it  could 
be  injurious  to  the  interefis  of  the  Eaft-India  Company,  for  Mr. 
Haftings  to  ad  uppn  a  principle  infinitely  (hort  of  that  which  has 
fince  been  adopted  by  the  Company  and  the  King's  Minifters^  I 
cannot  eafily  conceive. 

There  is  a  ftrange  inaccuracy  runs  through  the  whole  of  the  ma- 
nagers obfervations  on  this  charge.  They  firft  offered  evidence  to 
flicw  the  unfitnefs  of  Kelleram,  as  a  renter  of  lands  ;  yet  the  leafc 
was  in  the  name  of  Cullian  Sing.  They  next  produce  evidence  to 
fliew  that  a  Icafe  was  granted  to  Kelleram:  The  evidence  proves 
that  it  was  granted  to  Cullian  Sing,  a  man  of  very  confiderablc  rank, 
and  fon  to  Maha  Rajah  Sittabroy,  who  enjoyed  the  fame  unlimited 
power  as  Naib  Dcwan  of  Bahar,  which  Mahomed  Reza  Cawn  pof- 
feflcd  in  Bengal,  under  the  governments  of  Lord  Clive,  Mr.  Verelft, 
and  Mr.  Cartier. 

Your  Lordfhips  would  not  permit  evidence  to  be  given  beyond 
the  point  to  which  I  am  now  arrived.  The  managers  wanted  to 
prove  that  Kelleram  fell  into  great  balances ;  but  there  was  nothir^ 
charged  again (l  Mr.  Halvings,  to  which  evidence  to  fuch  a  point 
could  apply;  and  here  the  whole' evidence  as  to  the  letting  of  the 
lands,  llops.  It  is  in  fabdance,  that  Maha  Rajah  Cullian  Sing 
having  offered  to  rent  part  of  the  province  of  Bahar,  on  terms  more 
ad\'antageous  to  the  Company  by  nearly  two  lacks  of  rupees  a  year 
than  thofe  offered  to  the  Patna  Board,  the  Governor  General  and 
,Council  accepted  the  terms  of  the  former.  It  is  not  to  be  believed 
that  the  managers,,  or  tliofe  whom  they  crtiployed  to  draw  the  arti- 
cles, would  have  omitted  to  charge,  that,  in'  the  end,  the  Company 
loft  confiderably  by  this  leafe,  provided  the  facft  were  fo.  Neither 
your  Lord(bips,  nor  die  managers  are  competent  to  enter  into  an  ex- 
amination of  an  intricate  detail  of  Indian  revenues,  though  we  can 
all  comprehend  the  rcfult.  I  certainly  have  feen  a  paper  prcfented 
to  the  Houfe  of  Commons  from  the  India  Houfe,  by  which  it  ap- 
pears, that  under  Cullian  Sing's  Icafe  pf  two  years,  he  paid  more 
money  into  the  Patna  Treafury  by  very  near  fixty  tlioufand  pounds 
ftcrling,  than  was  paid  in  undes  the  fettlements  formed  for  the  two 
years  preceding  by  the  Patna  Council.  With  this  evidence  in  the 
managers  poffeffion,  it  would  have  been  a  very  ufeleis  attempt  to 
carry  the  article  farther. 

I  come  now,  my  Lords,  to  confider  the  evidence  which  the  ma- 
nagers have  offered,  relative  to  the  cabooleat,  and  the  money  ad^u- 
aliy  received  upon  it.  The  firft  document  to  this  point  is  the  ac- 
count inclofed  in  Mr.  Haftings's  letter  of  the  2 ad  of  May  1782. 
jt  appears  that  on  the  26th  of  April  1 78 1>  the  fum  of  two  lacks 
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thirty-two  thoufand  rupees  was  paid  into  the  treafuiy  by  the  order  of 
Mr.  HaflingSy  under  the  head  of  Durbar  charges:  That  is,  Mr. 
Haftings  admits  the  receipt  of  a  prefent  to  fuch  an  amount,  on  the 
Company's  account  From  the  moment  the  money  was  fo  paid  in, 
it  became  the  Company's  property^  and  Mr.  Haftings  could  not 
interfere  with  it.  The  running  treafury  account,  on  which  this 
receipt  was  entered,  came  to  the  India  Houfe  in  the  month  of 
July  1782,  and  did  not  attract  the  attention  of  the  directors.  On 
the  1 6th  of  March  1784,  as  I  have  already  i!iatcd  to  your  Lord- 
fhips,  the  diredors  defired  Mr.  Haftings  to  inform  them  at  what 
periods  the  feveral  funis  were  received  which  made  the  aggregate  of 
the  account  inclofed  in  his  letter  of  the  2 2d  of  May  1782.  Mr. 
Haftings,  unable  to  give  a  complete  anfwcr  to  this  queftion  fipom 
Cheltenham,  referred  them  to  Mr.  Larkins ;  but  the  direftors,  fa- 
tisBcd,  as  it  ftiould  feem,  with  the  general  information  which  Mr. 
Haftings  had  given  them,  inquired  no  farther :  But  Mr.  Haftings 
himfelf  wrote  to  Mr.  Larkins  to  fend  to  the  Chairman  the  only  me- 
morandum which  he  had  ever  poftefied,  that  could  throw  a  farther 
light  upon  the  fubjedl.  He  did  fo  ;  and  if  your  Lordihips  will  turn 
to  the  evidence,  page  1153,  7^^  ^^^^  ^^  ^^*  Larkins*s  letter, 
dated  the  5th  of  Auguft  1786,  and  an  account  accompanying  it, 
certainly  very  loofc  and  imperfedi,  but  beyond  all  doubt  tlut  to 
which  Mr.  Haftings  alluded,  as  tlic  only  memorandum  he  ever 
pofleflfed ;  and  it  gave  a  clue  to  the  diredors  to  make  any  farther 
inveftigation  that  they  thought  proper.  Your  Lordftiips  will  always 
bear  in  mind  that  this  account  was  tranfmitted  for  no  other  purpoie 
than  to  give  a  fuller  anfwer  to  a  queftion  put  by  the  dire£lors  to  Mr. 
Haftings  on  the  i6th  of  March  1784,  than  he  was  able  to  give 
them  merely  from  memory  at  Cheltenham.  The  managers,  by 
reading  it,  have  made  it  evidence.  From  this  account  then  it  ap- 
pears, that  between  the  2 1  ft  of  March  and  the  26th  of  April  1781, 
the  fum  of  two  lacks  and  twenty  thoufand  ficca  rupees  was  received 
from  Patna,  and  that  on  the  26th  of  April  two  lacks  of  (icca  rupees 
*  were  paid  to  Mr.  Croftcs,  the  fub-treafurer.  If  there  was  no  odicr 
evidence,  this  account  would  bc^  abfolutely  unintelli^ble ;  but, 
connefling  it  with  Mr.  Larkins's  evidence,  and  the  note  at  the  foot 
of  the  account,  it  appears  very  clear  that  a  cabooleat  or  obligation 
for  four  lacks  of  rupees  had  been  entered  into ;  that  upon  this  ca- 
booleat two  lacks  were  paid  into  the  treafury  by  Gunga  GoVind  Sing, 
and  entered  by  the  orders  of  Mr.  Haftings,  under  the  head  of  Dur- 
bar charges,  that  is,  as  I  have  already  ftatcd  to  your  Lordihips,  a 
prefent  received  by  the  Governor  General  on  the  Company's  account. 
There  is  riot  a  fliadow  of  evidence  to  warrant  a  fufpicion  that  M^ 
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Haftings  himfclf  ever  received  one  rupee  upon  this  caboolcaf,  or 
upon  that  of  Dinagepore,  which,  though  not  in  charge,  I  (lave  ex- 
phined  as  fully  as  the  evidence  permitted  me  to  explain  it  On  a 
former  day :  I  mention  it  again,  becaufe  the  managers  have  ob-* 
ierved,  that  the  cabooleats  from  Patna  and  Dinagcpore  were  for 
four  lacks  each  ;  that  is,  in  all,  eighty  thoufand  pounds,  of  which 
only  the  one  lialf  has  been  paid  to  the  Company.     The  faft  un- 
doubtedly is  fo  ;  but  the  Commons, .  though  in  poiTcflfion  of  all  the 
evidence  they  now  have,  two  months  before  they  drew  this  article, 
have  not  made  it  matter  of  chaige,  that  Mt.  Haftings  took  no  mca- 
lurcs  to  recover  thefc  balances.     If  there  had  been  any  ground  to 
fufped  that  thefe  balances  had' really  been  paid  into  the  hands  of 
Mr.  Haftings,  or  into  the  hands  of  any  perfon  in  truft  for  him,  I 
fiiould  imagine  that  the  perfons  who  drew  out  the  articles  would  havc^ 
charged  the  h&  exprcfsly ;  as  the  cafe  now  ftands,  it  refts  upon  hi$ 
own  folemn  declaration,  that  he  has  accounted  for  every  rupee  that 
came  into  his  hands ;  and  it  cannot  be  believed  for  one  moment^ 
that  he  would  have  defired  Mr.  Larkins  to  fend  to  the  Chairman  the 
only  memorandum  exifting,  from  which  it  could  be  known  dicrc  . 
was  any  balance,  if  he  had  put  a  ftngle  rupee  of  it  into  his  own 
pocket. 

The  noble  and  learned  Lord  has  laid  a  conftderable  ftrefs  on  the 
rumour  generally  prevailing  of  a  prcfcnt  given  to  Mr.  Haftings,  by 
CuUian  Sing  and  Kelleram.  He  has  referred  your  Lordfliips  to 
the  evidence  of  Mr.  Young,  Mr.  Moore,  and  Mr.  Aifderfon. 
Nf  r.  Young  depofed  that  the  rumour  was  very  general,  and  that  in 
December  1780,  he  heard  a  fpecific  fum  mentioned,  four  lacks  of 
rupees.  Mr.  Moore  fays  he  heard  that  the  nv)ney  v^as  paid  in  Oc- 
tober 1 7  8 1 ,  which  muft  be  a  miftake.  Mr.  Anderfon  fwears  that 
he  heard  the  £ime  rumour  in  December  1780,  and  I  am  fure  it 
muft  have  been  from  mere  accident  that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
(unlefs  he  has  been  mifled  by  his  fyllabus,)  omitted  to  ftate  the  moft 
material  port  of  Mr.  Anderfon's  evidence — the  part  which,  in  my 
mind,  is  deciiive  upon  the  queftion.  Mr.  Anderfon  fwears  that  in 
May  1 781,  having  again  heard  this  rumour,  and  thinking  it  very 
inoonfiftent  with  the  charader  of  Mr.  Haftings,  he  mentioned  the 
rqx>rt  to  him.  Mr.  Haftings  immediately  told  him,  not  to  make 
hknfelf  uneafy,  or  ^ve  himfelf  any  concern  about  what  he  had  heard  ; 
for  whatever  fums  had  been  received,  had  been  accounted  for  to  the 
Company ;  that  he  thought  it  right  to  take  money  in  that  way,  at 
the  time  the  Company  was  in  fuch  great  diftrefs,  and  it  might  not 
have  been  procured  in  any  other  way.  The  managers  did  not  chufe 
to  puifue  diis  examination  Luther,  and  they  have  ad4uced  no  evi- 


296  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  179* 

dence  from  which  ypur  Lordihips  can  conchide  that  the  money  intg^C 
have  been  received  publicly,  as  a  pefhcufh  or  nuxzerana,  on  behalf 
of  the  Company.  I  profcfs  myfelf  to  be  utterly  ignorant  of  the 
manners  and  cuftoms  of  the  people  of  India  ;  but  as  ttus  teAimony 
from  Mr.  Anderfon  remains  uncontradiAedy  and  as  Mr.  Haflingy 
himfelf  has  faid  in  a  letter  produced  by  the  Managers,  "  The  fources 
from  which  thefe  reliefs  to  the  public  fervice  have  come,  would 
never  have  yielded  them  publicly  ;"  I  am  bound  to  believe  that 
this  is  the  true  date  of  the  fad,  and  that  the  renters  and  zemin* 
darsofPatna,  Dinagepore,  and  Nuddea,  from  whom  Mr.  HaAingf 
privately  received  near  fixty  thoufand  pounds  in  the  years  1 780  and 
1781,  would  not  have  paid  thofe  fums  publicly  to  the  Company, 
had  Mr.  Hadings  declined  to  take  them  in  the  mode  that  they  were 
really  given.      "  1 

1  am  afraid  I  have  already  troubled  your  Lordfhips  too  long 
upon  this  chaige ;  but  I  have  been  the  more  particular,  becaufe 
the  Commons  have  charged  this  money  to  have  been  received  as  a 
bribe,  in  confideration  of  granting  a  leafc  on  injurious  terms.  Your 
Lordfhips  fee  that  the  nwocy  was  paid  by  inftalments,  between  the 
2  ifl  of  March  and  the  26th  of  April  1 78 1 ,  and  on  the  laft-mcn- 
tioncd  day  it  was  paid  into  the  treafury,  as  a  prefent  received  by 
Mr.  Haflings  on  tfie  Company's  account.     As  he  appears  to  have 
received  the  money  folely  for  the  Company,  as  there  is  nothing  like 
evidence  to  prove  that  he  at  any  time  intended  to  take  this  monq^ 
for  himfelf,  and  as  upon  the  face  of  the  agreement  with  Cullian 
Sing,  it  appears  that  he  was  bound  to  the  performance  of  every  con- 
dition which  could  be  required  from  him,  for  the  advantage  bodi 
of  the  Company  and  the  peoj^e,  and  as  his  propofals  were  more  ad- 
vantageous than  thofe  tranfmittcd  by  the  Pama  Council,  I  am  clearly 
of  opinion  that  the  charge  has  not  been  made  good.     On  the  chaige 
called  Nundoolol's  prefent,  there  wiU'hardly  be  a  difference  of  opi- 
nion. 

Mr.  Haftings  is  next  accufed  of  having  received  a  prefent  often 
lacks  of  rupees  from  the  Nabob  of  Oude  in  the  month  of  September       J 
1 7  8 1  ;  and  as  m:ijtter  of  aggravation,  it  was  flated  that  the  Nabob 
was  in  great  pecuniary  diftrefs  at  the  time,  and  deeply  in  dtbt  to  the 
Eaft- India  Company.     The  charge  in  this  part  alfo  is  very  inacca* 
rate,  fot  the  evidence  adduced  by  the  managers  proves,  that  above 
one  third  of  this  prefent  was  made  by  the  Nabob's  miniflers^.     Iti» 
by  no  means  proved  that  the  Nabob  was  in  a  ftate  of  great  pocuniaiy 
diftrefs ;  that  his  public  finances  were  in  ver}'  great  diforder,  and 
that  they  had  been  fo from  i775'toi78i,  is  out  of  all queftion ; 
but  if  your  Lordfhips  will  look  to  the  corrcfpondenoe  of  the  fevenl 
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reiidentSy  you  will  fee,  that  next  to  the  diforJers  occaGoned  by  the 
Begum  withholding  the  public  treafurea  from  the  public  fervice,  the! 
diibreiTes  of  the  Nabob  s  government  were  owing  to  the  very  large 
fum  that  he  required  for  his  privy  purfe.      It  i»  in  evidence  that  in 
tlie  economy  of  his  houfchold,  he  would  neither  permit  his  mini- 
fters,  nor  the  Britilh  refidcnt,  to  interfere.     A  fovercign  may  bp 
very  rich,  when  the  State  k  poor ;  and  I  think  it  much  more  pro- 
bable that  the  JMabob  himfelf  was  in  very  affluent  circumftanccs^ 
than  in  a  ftate  of  great  pecuniary  diftrefs.    JBut  the  qucftioa  for  your 
Lord(hips  to  confider  will  be,  whether,  under  all  the  circumftanccs 
of  the  cafe,  it  was  criminal  in  Mr.  Haftings  to  receive  a  prefent  0/ 
ten  lacks  of  rupees,  and  to  apply  it  as  he  did  to  the  Company's  fei^. 
vice.      In  thits,  as  in  every  other  inftancc  of  the  prefcnts,  Mr.  Haf- 
tings aH<)rds  the  managers  all  the  information  that  they  have  given 
to  your  Lordfhips.     It  appears  then,  tHit  between  the  nth  and 
19th  of  September  1781,  Mr.  Haftings  received  from  the  Nabob 
and  his  minifters  a  prefent  of  ten  lacks  of  rupees,  of  the  currency 
of  Oudc,  in  bills.    It  appears  alfo  that  the  firft  payment  upon  thefe 
bills  was  made  in  OSober,  and  that  in  the  month  of  March  1782 
the  whole  fum  was  received.      It  appears  alfo  by  the  letter  from 
Mr.  Haftings  to  the  Direfiors,  dated  the  20th  of  January  1782, 
from  Patna,  that  fuch  fums  as  to  that  time  had  been  received, 
were  expended  in  the  public  fervice,  and  Mr.  Haftings  alTurcs  the 
directors  that  the  remaining  fums  ihall  be  fo  employed.     The  ulti- 
mate appropriation  of  this  prefent  he  left  entirely  to  them  ;  adding, 
that  if  they  adjudge  it  to  him,  he  Ihall  receive  it  with  gratitude. 
The  diredlors  had  the  power  to  do  it,  in  the  fame  manner  that  they 
gave  the  prefent  from  Sujah  Dowlah,  to  the  army.     They  miglit 
have  given  the  Nabob  credit  for  it,  as  taken  in  part  payment  of  his 
debt  to  the  Company ;  or  they  had  the  power  to  do,  what  in  effecl 
they  did — they  took  it  for  the  Company. 

My  Lords,  for  a  prefent  received  under  fuch  drcumftances,  fo 
applied  as  this  was,  and  fo  ultimately  appropriated  by  the  Eaft- India 
Company,  Mr.  Haftings  has  been  criminally  accufed,  and  vour 
Lordfliips  are  now  to  determine  his  guilt,  or  his  innocence.  The 
evidence  upon  this  charge  lies  in  a  very  narrow  compafs  indeed, 
though  it  has  been  branched  out  very  unneceffarily  I  think  by  the 
managers,  who  at  the  commencement  of  their  evidence  undertook 
to  prove  that  Mr.  Haftings  had  written  a  falfe  ftatement  to  the  di- 
redors  on  the  20th  of  January  1782,  when  he  declared  that  though 
he  had  accepted  the  prefent  in  September  1781,  and  had  expended 
fuch  fums  in  the  public  fervice  as  he  had  received,  it  had  up  to  the 
date  of  his  letter  been  in  part  only,  and  tardily  realized.     What 

V0L.XLII.  dq 


498  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1795. 

poffible  end  it  could  anfwer  to  Mr.  Haftings  to  make  fuch  an  aflcr- 
tion^f  it  were  not  true,  I  cannot  conceive ;  and  all  the  time  ^t 
tvas  fpent  in  attempting  to  prove  the  aiTertion  falfc,  appears  to  mc 
to  have  been  very  uielcfsly  wafted.  If  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
had  not  alluded  alfo  to  this  circumftance,  I  Ihould  not  have  noticed 
it  at  alL 

•  [The  lord'  chancellor  whifpered  acrofs  tlie  table  that 
there  was  another  cxprcflion*  in  the  letter,  "  a  prcfcnt  of  the  nomi- 
nal value  of  ten  lacks,"  which,  coupled  with  the  words  tardily  re- 
alized, had  attracted  his  attention.] 

•^Lord  THURLOW  proceeded:  I  am  much  obliged  to  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  for  his  explanation,  but  I  am  ftill  as  much 
at  a  lofs  as  ever  to  divine  his  meaning.  The  nominal  value  ?  My 
Lords,  the  cxprcffion  is  highly  proper.  Mr.  HafKngs,  in  Sep- 
tember, received  a  prcfcnt  of  ten  lacks  of  Oude  ficca  rupees. 
That  was  the  nominal  value.  It  was  made  in  bills,  and  when  thofe 
bills  were  turned  into  caili,  and  tliat  cafh  brought  into  Bengal  cur- 
rency, then  the  real  value  would  he  known  \  and  it  appears  in  evi- 
dence, that  the  prcfcnt  netted  ten  lacks  thirty-three  thuufand  rupees 
and  a  fradlion,  about  one  hundred  and  three  thoufarxl  pounds.  The 
meaning  of  the  words  "  nominal,  value"  cannot  be  mifunderftood  by 
any  noble  Lord  who  will  cxercifchis  own  judgement. 

If  the  learned  Manager,  (Mr.  Anftruther),  who  aflferted  that  be- 
fore the  20th  of  January  1782,  the  whole  of  this  prefcnt  had  been 
received,  'except  a  fmall  balance,  could  have  proved  his  aiTertion 
true,  I  know  not  to  what  ufe  he  could  have  applied  a  fa6t  fo  proved. 

But,  my  Lords,  it  has  happened  in  this,  as  in  fo  many  other 
inihinces,  that  Mr.  Haftings  is  completely  juftified  by  the  profecu- 
tors'  evidence. 

Mr.  Wright  from  the  India  Houfe  produced  the  Bengal  General 
Journal  for  the  year  1781-a.  All  the  Bengal  annual  accounts 
commence  on  the  ift  of  May,  of  one  year,  and  dofe  on  die  30th 
of  April  of  the  next  year.  This  General  Journal  contained  an  ae* 
count  of  the  payment  of  the  Nabob's  prcfcnt,  and  it  appeared  that 
in  Odlober,  November,  znd  December  1 7  8 1 ,  a  part  of  this  prcfcnt 
had  been  paid,  not  a  half  of  the  whole.  Your  Lordfliips  will  agree 
therefore  that  the  expreflfion  of  Mr  Haftings,.  up  to  this  period  of 
time,  was  very  correct.  It  farther  appears  that  in  Januaiy  1782, 
the  fum  of  four  lacks  fifty-nine  thoufand  feven  hundrod  twenty-feven 
rupees  and  a  fra(flion  was  received,  and  the  balance,  which  was 
fevcnty  thoufand  nipees,  was  completely-  liquidated  in  the  two  fd- 
lowing  months.  But,  my  Lords,  after  all  this  trouble  had  been 
taken,  it  was  to  no  purpofe ;  for  though  tbe  manager  profefledly 
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caUcd  Mr.  Wright  to  prove  that  this  prefcnt,  except  a  fmall  balance, 
was  a(^ualiy  received  prior  to  the  20th  of  January  1782,  and 
chough  he  periil^cd  to  the  lall  in  averting  that  the  h(k  was  proved* 
your  lordfliipsy  who  judge  from  evidence,  will  fee  that  the  account 
proves  nothing.  •  Mr.  Wright  could  not  tdl  you  from  his  journal 
on  what  day  in  January  the  great  payment  was  made,  and  your 
LordQiips,  as  impartial  judges,  will  rather  believe  it  was  fubfcqucnt 
to  the  ioth  of  January,  than  prior  to  that  day  ;  though,  from  too 
much  zeal,  too  much  prejudice,  or  too  little  attention  to  the  caufe, 
the  manajiers  thought  proper  to  aflcrt  what  they  could  not  prove; 
To  the  charge  itfelf,  the  point  is  not  of  the  fmallcft  confequence, 
nor  can  the  ingenuity  of  man  conceive  any  end  that  could  have  been 
attained  by  the  tranfmiflion  to  the  directors  of  fo  filly  a  falfehood, 
as  the  managers  have  imputed  to  Mr.  Mailings.  But,  my  Lords, 
the  production  of  this  General  Journal  for  the  purpolethat  I  have 
flated,  has  placed  a  piece  of  evidence  in  the  Appendix  to  the  Minutes, 
that  (trikes  tlic  noble  and  learned  Lord  in  a  point'of  view  fo  uncom*- 
mon,  that  the  managers,  with  all  tticir  fagacity,  have  not  feen  it  in 
the  iame  light. 

By  turning  to  page  11 58,  your  Lord(hips  will  fee  that  Mr, 
Wright,  after  he  had  produced  the  General  Journal  that  I  have  al* 
ready  mentioned,  was  afked  if  the  book  contained  an  account  of  the 
expenditure  as  well  as  of  the  recdpt  of  the  Nalx>b's  prefcnt.  He 
faid  it  did  — and  he  read  feveral  items  of  the  expenditure.  Accord- 
ing to  your  Lordfhips'  rule,  the  whole  account  of  the  expenditure 
as  well  as  the  receipt  was  entered  in  the  Appendix,  and  ybu  will 
find  it  in  page  606  to  628.  Referring  to  this  account,  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  fays,  that  Mr.  Haftings  appears  not  to  have  ac- 
counted for  one  lack  and  a  half  of  rupees  of  the  Nabob's  prefent, 
and  that  there  are  amongit  the  difbdrfements,  four  lacks  fent  to  the 
refhlent  of  Benares,  which  fum  might  have  been  paid  back  again  to 
Mr.  Haitings.  I  profefs,  my  Lords,  I  was  very  much  aitonifhed 
indeed  to  hear  fuch  a  remark  from  fuch  a  quarter.  In  the  firft  place 
It  applies  to  no  matter  in  chaige.  It  does  not  even  apply  to  any  ob- 
fervation  that  fell  from  the  managers,  who  did  not  call  Mr.  Wright 
in  order  to  inquire  about  the  balance,  but  to  prove  the  unimportant 
h&  that  I  have  already  too  much  enlarged  upon.  The  ground  now 
taken  t>y  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  could  not  poffibly  have  occurred 
to  Mr.  Haitings  or  to  his  counfel ;  but  your  Lordfhtps,  by  turning 
to  the  Appendix,  will  fee  the  dafe  in  a  moment.  It  contains  the 
Durbar  accounts  of  Mr.  Halting^  for  one  complete  year,  1781-a. 
The  nature  of  thit  account  I  will  endeavour  to  explain.  The  Go- 
vernor Qcoeral  is  eotrufted  with  a  variety  of  public  diiburfementSf 
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independent  of  the  Board — fecrct  fervices— the  pay  and  entertain- 
ment of  foreign  minifters — prefcots— kellauts,  Scc.  To  mcetthefe 
difcurfemcnts,  the  ^Governor  General  applies  to  the  Council  for 
money,  which  he  cannot  rcceivci  but  bv  tlieir  order  on  the  trcafuTv; 
for  though  Mr.  Haftings  received  prefents  wWle  he  was  abfent  from 
Calcutta,  and  gave  the  Company  credit  for  them,  yet,  when  in 
Calcutta,  he  paid  all  his  prefents  into  the  treafury,  whence  he 
could  not  draw  them  again. 

.  It  appears  then  by  the  Durbar  account  in  the  Appendix,  that  be- 
tween the  I  ft  of  May  1781,  and  the  30th  of  April  1782,  Mr. 
Haftings  received  the  fum  of  fifteen  lacks,  twenty-two  thoufand, 
fevcn  hundr€<l  forty-fix  rupees  and  a  fraflion.  Of  this  fum  only 
fifty  thoufand  rupees  was  received  from  the  treafury.  The  remainder 
confifted  of  the  prefents  that  he  received,  or  money  borrowed  at 
Benares,  and  from  the  rcfidcnt  at  Oudc.  His  expenditure  for  the 
public  fervicc  in  the  fame  period  is  thirteen  lacks  feventy-eight 
thoufand  one  hundred  twenty,  fix  rupees  and  a  fraflion.  This, 
your  Lordftxips  obferve,  leaves  a  balance  of  nearly  a  lack  and  a 
half  of  rupees  in  his  hands,  belonging  to  the  Company.  If  a  fuf- 
picioa  had  even  been  hinted  during  the  trial,  that  this  balatKe  was 
unaccounted  for,  he  moft  undoubtedly  w*ould  have  produced  the 
Durbar  account  for  the  next  year ;  and  the  firft  article  entered  in 
May  1782,  would  have  been  this  lack  and  a  half  as  againft  Mr. 
Haftings.  .  I  had  the  curiofily  to  look  at  the  Durbar  accounts  down 
to  the  I  ft  of  February  1785,  when  he  quitted  India,  and  I  find 
that  they  arc  exafHy  balanced. 

I  believe,  my  Lords,  I  have  now  mentioned  all  the  evidence 
that  is  of  any  moment  in  the  three  charges  ;  I  mean  the  prefents 
.from  Patna,  Nundoolol,  and  the  Nabob  Viiier.  They  arc  all, 
ftridtty  fpeaking,  of  the  fame  defcription.  They  were  all  received 
by  Mr.  Haftings,  as  he  ftates,  for  the  Company,  at  a  period  of 
great  public  diftrefs ;  They  were  all  entered  in  the  treafury  books 
pnder  the  head  of  Durbar  charges,  that  is,  prefents  received  by  Mr. 
Haftings  on  tlie  Company's  account.  That  they  have  been  faith- 
fully* applied  to  the  public  fervice  is  not  to  bcdtfputed,  and,  in  my 
judgement,  there  is  nothing  in  the  evidence  that  can  induce  your 
Lordliips  to  believe  he  received  thefe  prefents  corruptly  -,  that  is, 
I  cannot  tliink  wc  are  warranted  either  by  evidence  or  by  fair  infer- 
ence to  believe  that  to  be  true,  which  the  managers  fo  ftrenuoufly 
urgcd-r-I  mean,  my  Lords,  that  at  the  time  thefe  prefents  were 
l«ccived,  Mr.  Haftings  did  intend  to  take  them  to  himfelf,  though 
he  afterwards  changed  his  intentions,  and  gave  them  to  the  Com- 
pany- If  in  my  po^fcic^cc  |  drew  fucb  a  (ponclufion,  or  if  J  though^ 
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that  for  a  iii^le  moment  he  entertained  fuch  an  ^dea,  I  fhould  at 
once  pronounce  him  guilty. 

The  Patna  prefent,  as  your  Lordfhips  will  recoUcft,  was  paid 
ii^tothe  public  treafury  on  the  26th  of  April  1781,  under  the  head 
of  Durbar  charges^  fo  that  Mr.  Haflings  had  no  longer  any  concern 
with  it.  He  could  not  draw  the  money  out  of  the  treafury  again» 
and  the  receipt  appears  by  die  treafury  books  which  arrived  in  En- 
gland in  July  1782.  The  two  prefents  from  the  Nabob  and  Nun- 
doolol  were  accounted  for  in  the  manner  that  I  have  already  fbted  to 
your  Lordfliipsy  while  he  was  abfcnt  from  Calcutta. 

The  prefent  from  Nobkiden,  which  is  the  only  one  remaining, 
ilands  upon  a  ground  fomcwhat  different ;  for  though  it  was  cer- 
tainly received  for  the  Eaft-India  Company,  and  the  appropriation 
of  it  was  left  completely  in  their  power,  yet  it  was  attended,  in  the 
mode  of  receipt,  with  circumflances  which  do  diftingui(h  it  from 
the  other  receipts  of  prefent.  In  fo  far  I  perfedlly  agree  with  the 
noble  Earl  (Mansfield),  whofe  opinions,  I  am  at  all  times  difpolcd 
to  coniider  with  the  utmofl  attention,  an  attention  to  which  they' 
are  fully  entitled,  not  lefs  from  the  weight  which  the  high  chara£ter 
of  the  noble  Earl  gives  to  them,  than  from  the  dignified  and  tem- 
perate language,  fo  highly  becoming  a  judge,  in  which  he  delivers 
his  fentimcnts  to  your  Lordfhips.  The  noble  Earl  conceives  that 
each  receipt  of  a  prefent  by  Mr.  Haftings  wasa  breach  of  the  law, 
but  that  the  known  and  urgent  neceflities  of  the  Public  at  the  time 
the  prefents  were  received,  and  their  appropriation  to  the  relief  of 
thofe  neceflities,  juftified  the  receipt  of  every  prefent,  except  the 
laft.  In  the  lad  indance  tlie  noble  Earl  fays,  that  Mr.  Haftings 
took  the  money,  if  not  for  his  own  ufe,  certainly  for  his  own  con- 
veniency. 

The  chaige  fets  forth,  that  in  the  year  1783  Mr.  Haftings  firft 
fraudulently  folicited  as  a  loan,  from  Nobkiflen,  the  fura  of  three 
lacks  of  rupees  ;  that  he  afterwards  corruptly  retained  it  as  a  gift  or 
prefent,  under  the  pretence  of  difcharging  certain  expences  w^h 
he  had  no  authority  to  incur  eidier  before  or  fince,  and  that  he  has 
not  produced  fufHcient  vouchers  to  juftify  his  charges. 

The  managers,  on  firft  opening  it,  declared  that  they  fliould 
offer  no  evidence  upon  it :-— £jr  ore  tuo  the  juftification  or  condem- 
nation fhall  proceed,  were  their  cxprefTion.  In  the  progrefs  of  the 
trial,  however,  farther  evidence  was  given  by  the  n^anagers,  and  I 
will  endeavour  to  ftate^to  your  Lordfhips  the  refult  of  the  whole,  as 
it  fhikes  my  mind. 

Mr.  Haftings  fey3>  that  in  1783,  being  in  want  of  money  for 
ik  private  expences,  owing  to  the  Company  not  having  cafh  in 
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their  treafury  to  pay  his  (alaryj  he  borrowed  three  lacks  of  rupees 
from  Nobkiffcn. 

I  will  take  the  liberty  to  call  your  attention  to  the  cvidcnec  ad- 
duced by  the  managers,  in  order  to  prove  the  falfchood  of  this  af- 
ferti6n.  It  is  the  more  ncceifaryi  becaufe  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  has  expreffcd  his  furprife  that  the  Governor  General  (hould 
have  any  arrear  of  falary  due  to  him,  and  in  fuch  a  matvier  as  to 
convey  an  idea  to  your  Lordihips,  that  the  iKsble  and  learned  Lord 
very  mucti  doubted  whether  a  Governor  General  could  fufFcr  his  fx- 
lary  to  run  in  arrear.  I  admit  it  to  be  an  extraordinary  cafe.  Pof- 
fibly  Mr,  Haftings  conceived  tliat  when  the  diiferent  anrnes  in  India 
were  enduring  the  deepcft  diftrefs  for  their  fubfiftencc,  when  the 
officers  had  coined  their  plate  to  fupport  their  foldicrs  as  long  as  they 
coujd  be  fupported  by  fuch  a  refource,  and  when  the  civil  efiabliih^ 
ments  were  manv  months  in  arrears,  it  would  not  be  verv  decent  or 
laudable  in  him,  to  exert  the  influence  which  his  {btion  certainly 
gave  him,  in  otder  to  foe  paid  in  caih,  month  by  month.  Of  the 
fa<^  your  Lordfliips  can  have  no  doubt,  fince  the  managers  in  this, 
usin  fo  many  other  inftances,  haveefFefluallyjuftificd  Mr.  Haftipgs 
by  the  evidence  which  they  produced.  Wl>cther  your  LordChips  are 
to  give  credit  to  the  managers  for  an  extraordinary  degree  of  candour, 
or  to  believe  that  thofe  prejudices  which  naturally  attach  upon  pn>- 
fecutors  have  perverted  their  judgement,  or  whether  they  have  truilcd 
the  production  of  their  evidence  entirely  to  their  agents,  and  were 
as  ignorant  as  your  Lordfliiips  of  its  contents,  until  read  at  your  bar, 
1  know  not,  nor  is  it '  of  much  moment  to  us  to  difcover ;  but,  by 
turning  to  page  z  25  2  of  your  Minutes,  your  Lordfliips  will  find  an 
account  of  all  the  payments  made  to  Mr.  Haftings  under  the  head  of 
fnlar)'  in  the  year  1783.  You  will  fee  that  he  did  not  receive  the 
f^Ury  due  to  him  for  Januarjs  until  the  month  of  Augud :  So  that 
iw  truth  he  wa^  fcvcn  months  in  arrear  until  that  pajmncnt  was  made. 
Your  Lordfliips  will  fee  that  his  falary  for  February  and  March  was 
f>ai^  in  September,  not  in  cafh  but  by  transfer ;  that  is,  by  a  trea- 
sury order,  or  paper,  which  might  indeed  be  turned  Into  cafli,  at 
the  difcount  of  the  day  ;  and  I  believe  thofe  transfers  at  that  timt 
^urc  a  difcount  of  ten  or  twelve  per  cent.  The  account  is  conti- 
nued ;  a:>d  your  Lordfl:itps  will  fee,  if  you  take  the  trouble  to  turn 
to  it,  that  in  th^  whole  of  the  year  1783,  Mr.  Hafting*  received 
but  one  month's  (alary  in  c«(h  ;  that  was  for  the  iponth  of  January, 
and  it  was  paid  to  him  in  Auguft. 

The  next  point  ij,  my  Lords,  diat  Mr.  Haftfngs  de(ired  Nob- 
kiflen  to  call  upon  him  with  a  bond  properly  filled  up ;  but  as  he 
%vas  gi  ing  to  execute  it,  Nobkiflfai  rcqucfted  him  jrathcr  «o  acc^ 
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t\yt  money,  than  to  execute  the  bond.  He  neither/  as  he  fays, 
accepted  nor  rcfufed  the  prefent^  and  his  mind  remained  fufpendcd 
until  he  went  to  Lucknow  in  1 784,  when  he  determined  to  accept 
the  prefenc  for  the  Company. 

This  is  the  account  given  by  Mr.  Haftings  to  the  Houfe  of  Cora- 
OQonSy  and  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  fays  it  mud  be  taken  as  the 
true  ftatc  of  the  tranfa<Stion.      It  was  written  by  himfclf,  he  fays, 
is  very  (hort,  and  involves  in  it  little  of  argument,  or  detail.     On 
the  point  of  fafl  I  wilh  to  fet  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  right:  It 
is  clearly  in  proof  that  this  part  of  the  defence  of  Mr.  HaAings  was 
not  written  by  himfelf,  but  by  a  gentleman  of  the  name  of  Baber ; 
and  your  Lordfhips,  by  referring  to  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Scott, 
which  is  very  full  and  diftinfl,  will  obferve,  that  the  general  intro- 
dudion,  the  charges  called  the  Rohilla  war,  and  the  King's  tribute, 
were  all  that  Mr.  Hafting$  wrote  himfelf.     I  mention  this  in  order 
to  account  for  the  very  loofe,  general,  and  inaccunrte  manner  In 
which  the  tranfaSion  is  related.     Undoubtedly,  my  Cords,  if  we 
had  had  no  other  evidence,  I  (hould  not  think  any  noble  Lord  de- 
termined,improperly  if  he  concluded  that  in  fa<£^  Mr.  Haftings  took 
the  money  ftom  Nobkiffen  without  giving  him  any  fecurity  of  any  . 
kind  for  it :  But  Mr.  Larkins,  whom  the  managers  themfelves  exa- 
mined at  very  confiderabic  length  to  this  point,  clearly  and  diftindly 
told  your  Lordfhips,  that  he  knew  there  were  two  bonds  at  leaft, 
executed :  that  it  was  bv  no  means  certain  that  he  himfelf  was  not 
a  fubfcribing  witnefs  to  thofe  bonds  ;  that  he  gave  them  after  Mr. 
Haftings  had  executed  them  to  a  lircar  of  Cantoo  Baboo's,  to  carry 
them  to  Nobkiffen  ;  that  thefe  three  lacks  of  rupees  were  entered 
in  the  private  books  of  Mr.  Haftings  as  a  loan,  for  which  bond.^ 
were  granted,  and  that  they  remained  in  that  ftate  in  his  books  until 
the  month  of  February  1784,  when  he  made  an  entry  in  the  hocks 
to  correfpond  exa£tly  with  the  letter  which  Mr.  Hafl^ngs  wrote  in 
that  inonth  to  the  Court  of  Dire£)ors,     From  that  time  it  became 
a  prefent  made  to  Mr.  Haftings,  and  accepted  by  him  ior  the  Com- 
pany.     He  became  accountable,  confequently,  to  them  for  this 
prefent. 

There  is  no  evidence  from  which  your  Lordfhips  can  conclude 
that  Mr.  Haftings  determined  to  take  the  money,  until  the  moment 
he  tiansferiied  it  to  the  Company.  That  NoMciffen  was  in  poffef- 
fion  of  the  bonds  appears  clear  to  me  from  Mr.  Larkins's  evidence. 
When  they  were  returned  to  Mr.  Haftings  by  Nobkiffen  does  not 
appear^  thoi^h  Mr.  Laikins  fays  it  was  long  after  they  were  fent 
to  him.  There  certaii>ly  is  no  ground  to  conclude  that  this  loan 
was  fraudulently  folicitcd  ^s  the  cbaige  fhtcs,  nor  do  I  well  00m- 
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prehend  the  meaning  of  the  wofd  here.  Mr,  Huftings  borrowed 
moncy^  and  gave  a  legal  fccurit)'  for  it.  ,The  party  fiiom  whom 
the  mertey  was  borrowed  rctJiincd  poflcflion  of  that  fecurity  until  he 
voluntarily  fumendcred  it.  Mr.  L'arkins  believers  that  Mr.  Hailings 
borrowed  this  money  to  pay  off  other  bonds,  hecaufe,  fays  the  wit- 
ncGs,  Mr.  Hailings  was  perpetually  einbarrafiing  himlclf  by  doing 
ads  of  kindncfs  to  others. 

.  The  latter  part  oC  die  charge  is  ver)'  material  for  your  Lordfliips' 
eondderation.  Mr.  Haftings  in  effcft  is  accufed  of  converting  tlii's 
money  to  his  own  ufc,  under  a  falfe  pretence.  It  is  faid  tliat  he 
had  no  authority  to  contradl  the  expcnccs  wlndi  he  oppofed  tothefe 
three  lacks,  before  he  made  ihc  cliarge  upon  the  Company ;  that 
he  has  had  no  authority  (ince,  and  that  he  has  not  produced  fufficicnt 
vouchers  to  juftify  him  in  making  fuch  a  charge  upon  the  Company. 
The  cafe  will  ftand  pcrfcdtty  clear  when  fairly  dated  from  the 
evidence.  Mr.  Haftings  admits,  in  February  1784,  that  he  has 
in  his  hands  three  lacks  of  rupees,  the  property  of  the  Company. 
'He  fubmit^  to  the  juftice  of  the  Company  certain  demands,  which 
he  lias  upon  them,  to  the  amount  of  thofe  three  lacks  of  rupees. 
^My  Lords,  it  depended  upon  the  Company  to  allow  them  or  not, 
as  they  pleafed.  The  nature  of  the  demands  is  explained  rooft 
clearly.  The  accounts  are  minutely  f>articular ;  and  Mr.  Haftings, 
fo  far  from  afFe<fling  difguifc,  very  fairly  and.candidly  tells  the  Com- 
pany, that  when  thefe  expences  were  incurred,  he  had  no  idea  of 
chaiging  them  to  the  Company.  His  words  are  fo  clear,  and  con- 
vey his  fentiments  fo  fully,  that  I  will  beg  leave  to  read  the  remain- 
der of  the  fentence  from  die  letter  itfclf : 

.  "  Improvident  for  myfelf,  zealous  for  the  honour  of  my  countrv, 
and  the  credit  and  intercft  of  my  employers,  I  feldom  permitted  any 
profpeds  of  futurity  to  enter  into  the  views  of  my  private  cdncems. 
In  the  undidurbed  cxcrcife  of  the  faculties  which  appertained  to  the 
adive  feafon  of  my  life,  I  confined  all  my  r^rds  to  my  public  cha- 
ratSer,  and  reckoned  on  a  fund  of  years  to  come,  for  its  duration. 
The  infirmities  of  life  have  fince  fucceeded,  and  I  have  lately  re- 
ceived more  than  one  fevere  warning  to  retire  from  a  fcene,  to  which 
my  bodily  (Irength  is  no  longer  equal,  and  which  threatens  me  with 
a  correfponding  decay,  in  whatever  powei-s  of  mind  I  once  pofleiTed, 
tp  difcharge  the  laborious  duties  and  hard  viciflkudes  of  my  (htion. 
With  this  change  in  my  condition  I  am  compelled  to  depart  from 
that  liberal  plan  which  I  originally  adopted,  and  to  claim  from  your 
judice,  for  you  have  forbid  me  to  appeal  to  your  generofity,  the 
difcharge  of  a  debt,  which  I  can,  with  the  moft  fcrupulous  inte- 
grity, aver  to  be  julUy  my  due." 
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Your  Lordfliips  will  'determioe,  whether  in  point  of  £i£t  Mr. 
Haftings  went  one  flep  b€;^ond  what  he  himfelf  ftatcs :  '*  I  humbly 
fubmit  (he  fays  in  the  fame  letter)  the  propriety  of  carrying  thefeex-- 
pences  to  your  account."  He  clearly  left  it  to  the  Company  to  allow 
them  or  not :  Suppofe  for  a  moment  they  had  faid,  <^  You  ought  to 
have  made  thefe  demands  month  by  month.  We  will  not  admit 
a  contingent  bill  of  fo  many  years  (landing. "  In  that  event  Mr. 
HaiHngs  muft  have  repaid  to  the  Company  thofe  three  lacks  of  ru- 
pees, their  property,  which  he  retained  in  his  hands:  But  the  chaise 
adds,  that  he  has  had  no  authority  fince.  My  Lords,  what  is  the 
period  of  time  within  which  a  demand,  not  objected  to,  (hall  be 
taken  as  feirly  admitted  i  The  letter,  and  the  account  in  queAion, 
amved  in  England  in  September  1 784.  What  were  the  Dircdlors 
about?  What  were  the  King^s  India  Minifters  doing?  A  pointed 
reference,  an  appeal  to  their  juftice,  yrzs  made  by  Mr.  Halvings. 
It  was  their  dut}'  to  have  difallowed  thefe  charges  immediately,  if 
they  were  improperly  made.—- It  was  their  duty  to  call  for  vouchers 
or  farther  information,  if  farther  information  was  ncceflary.  By 
doing  ncitlier  the  one  nor  the  other,  they  admitted  the  demands  to 
be  perfeAly  fair  and  reafonablc,  and  in  eflPed  they  audited  the  ac- 
counts. The  counfel  of  Mr.  Haftings  have  proved  that  his  fuc- 
ceiTorsjiave  made  iimilar  charges,  and  upon  rather  a  larger  fcalc  of 
cxpence ;  they  have  made  them,  I  admit,  my  Lords,,  wifely  and 
properly,  month  by  month,  and  have  received  the  amount  as  re- 
gularly as  their  falaries.  Had  Mr.  Mailings  a(5tcd  with  equal  pru- 
dence and  propriet)',  he  not  only  would  have  been  paid  the  full 
amount  of  the  charge  that  he  drew  out  in  1784,  but  he  would  have 
had  a  confiderable  benefit  from  the  intcreit  accruing  upon  the  feveral 
fums,  in  the  courfe  of  fo  many  years. 

I  haye  now  gone  through  this  very  important  article  of  the  charge. 
I  have  flated  the  effect  of  the  evidence  as  it  ftrikcs  my  mind,  and 
at  a  length  which  I  am  afraid  has  too  much  trefpafled  upon  your 
Lordfliips'  indulgence.  On  the  laft  cafe,  that  of  Nobkiflcn,  your 
Lordfliips  have  had  more  information  from  Mr.  Larkins  than  you 
polTcired  before.  He  fatisfadtoriiy  enough,  I  think,  accounted  for 
the  embarraflmcnts  of  Mr.  Haftings.  It  might,  indeed,  very  na- 
turally excite  furprife,  that  a  man,  after  poffefling  the  government 
of  Bengal  for  fo  many  years,  and  who  was  not  perfonally  expenlive, 
ihould  want  at  any  time,  to  borrow  money.  My  Lords,  I  think ' 
it  reflects  difcredit  on  Mr.  Haftings  ;  I  think  it  is  the  weak  part  of 
his  charadtcr,  and  that  he  ought  to  have  left  Bengal  fairly  and  ho- 
nourably, poffefTcd  of  four  hundred  thoufand  pounds,  from  the  known, 
allowed  emoluments  of  Iiis  office,  and  the  accumulating  intercd  upon 
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hU  fortune.     Mr.  Larkios  has  told  you,  my  LorcU,  that  he  never 
could  get  Mr.  Haflings  to  attend  to  his  private  afFairSi  and  be  has 
told  you,  alfo,  that  he  was  perpetually  embarrafling  himfelf  by  do- 
ing ads  of  kindncfs  to  individuals.     The  Commonsy  it  is  true» 
have  charged,  tliat  the  {cvcral  criminal  a£ts  alledgcd  in  the  articles, 
were  done  with  a  view  of  acquiring  for  himfelf  exorbitant  wealth ; 
but  when  his  counfel  callui  the  gentleman  who  managed  his  money 
affairs  in  England,  on  a  joint  truft  with  Sir  Francis  S)kesandMr. 
Waller,  and  when  that  gentleman  dilViru5\ly  dated  the  am<  unt  of 
his  fortune  at  different  periods,  and  when  lie  farther  ftated  that  he 
npithcr  knew  nor  did  he  believe  that  Mr.  Haftir^  remitted  any  mo- 
ney to  England,  or  to  Europe,  except  to  thefc  direc  gentlemen, 
the  managers  did  not  think  proper  to  afk  him  a  (ingle  quefticn. 
Mr.  Larkins,  as  your  Lordflups  know,  managed  his  money  con- 
cerns in  India.     He  alfo  was  examined  at  confidcrable  length  on  all 
other  points  by  the  managers,  except  as  to  tlie  amount  of  the  private 
fortune  of  Mr.  Haftings.     Your  Lord(hips  therefore  can  have  no 
reafon  from  the  evidence  to  doubt  the  truth  of  Mr.  Haftings  s  re- 
prefentation,  that  in  confidcring  tlie  ftate  of  his  fortune  in  February 
1784,  he  determined  to  fubmit  to  the  Company  the  demand  which 
he  conceived  to  be  juftly  due  to  him,  and  at  the  fame  time  he  de- 
termined to  accept  as  a  prefent,-  what  to  that  moment  he  had  confi- 
dered  as  a  loan.  How  far  Mr.  Haftings  acted  ftridly  right  in  trans- 
ferring to  the  Conipany  a  prcfent,  which  from  gratitude  and  perfonal 
attachment  was  made  to  himfelf,  is  not  a  matter  in  charge,  and 
therefore  I  (hall  not  dwell  at  all  upon  it.     I  have  underftood  that 
Nobkiffen  was  the  Perfran  preceptor  of  Mr.  Haftings',  fo  far  back 
as  the  year  1750,  when  diey  were  both  very  young  men  ;  and  that 
Nobkiflcn  was  indebted  for  his  elevation,  his  prefent  high  rank  and 
great  fortune,  to  his  early  connexion  with  Mr.  Haftings,  which 
introduced  him  to  the  notice  of  Lord  Clivc,  during  whofe  admini- 
ftration  he  only  flood  inferior  in  point  of  emoluments,  or  in  politi- 
cal confequencc,  to  Mahomed  Reza  Cawn. 

There  are  two  points  of  view,  my  Lords,  in  which  the  managers 
have  conlidered  the  fecond  part  of  the  charge  of  prcfents.  I  have 
already  ftated  to  your  Lordftiips  why,  in  my  opinion,  it  is  impoffiblc 
to  confider  them  as  bribes ;  in  fad,  not  being  fo  cliargcd,  we  cannot 
fo  determine  upon  them. 

The  managers,  and  particularly  the  manager  (Mr.  Fox)  who 
fummed  up  the  evidence  in  reply,  contended,  that  from  the  contra- 
didlory  accounts  which  Mr.  Haftings  had  given  of  thefc  prefents,  it 
was  clear  that  he  intended  for  a  time  to  keep  them  to  his  own  ufe. 
I  dr^w  the  contrary  conclufion  from  the  evidence  undoubtedly-    ^^ 
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is  abfolutely  impoBible  that  a  guilty  man  would  have  difplayed  the 
eagemefs  to  difcovcr  his  own  guilt  that  Mr.  Haftings  has  done* 
The  contradi^ions  prove  exceffivc  careleffncfs  indeed,  but  acquit 
him  of  every  fufpicion  of  corruption,  in  my  mind.  If  any  noble 
Lord  conceives  from  the  evidence  and  the  fair  inference  anHng  from 
it,  that  Mr.  Haftings  at  the  time  he  took  thefe  prefents  did  not  bona 
fide  apply  them  to  the  Company's  fervice,  then  moft  unqueftionably 
he  took  them  corruptly,  and  no  fubfequent  appropriation  of  them  to 
the  public  fervice  can  v^ape  away  his  guilt. 

The  noble  and  learned  Lord  is  certainly  miftaken  in  calling  Nob- 
klffen  a  money- lender,  fuppofing  him  to  apply  the  cxprefTion  in  the 
fenfe  generally  attached  to  it. 

The  next  point  that  the  managers  ftated,  and  which  feems  to 
meet  the  opinion  of  the  noble  Earl  (Mansfield),  is,  that  thefe  pre- 
fents, though  received  with  the  pureft  intention,  and  though  ap- 
plied, as  Mr.  Haftings  fays  they  were,  immediately  to  the  public 
fcrvite,  were  received  in  breach  of  a  pofitive  law,  and  confequently 
Mr.  Haftings  rouft  be  conviflcd  of  a  breach  of  that  law. 

My  Lords,  I  am  not  reduced  to  the  neceffity  of  troubling  you 
long  upon  this  part  of  the  cafe.  I  (hall  only  fay  that  it  is  clearly 
in  evidence  that  the  King's  Minifters,  the  Court  of  Dircflors,  and 
every  pcrfon  in  India,  put  a  different  conftrudlion  upon  the  law ; 
but  whether  they  were  right  or  wrong,  a  doubt  does  not  remain  as 
to  the  repeal  of  the  law  alluded  to  by  the  manager.  Prior  to  the 
I  ft  of  January  1787,  Mr.  Haftings  might  have  been  profecuted  or 
impeached  for  the  mere  receipt  of  prefents  under  the  aft  of  1 773, 
and  it  would  then  have  been  an  argument,  whether  the  adl  of  1 7  7  3 
meant  to  exclude  a  Governor  General  from  receiving  prefents,  and 
s^ppropriating  them  to  the  public  fervice.  But  the  claufe  on  which 
the  manager  relied,  being  repealed  prior  to  the  impeach/nent ;  cer- 
tainly the  mere  breach  of  the  law  is  no  longer  a  queftion :  And  if 
your  Lordfliips  are  of  opinion  that  Mr.  Haftings  received  thefe  fe« 
veral  prefents,  intending  at  the  time  he  did  receive  them  to  apply 
the  whole  to  the  public  fervicerhe  muft  be  acquitted.  I  am  juftified 
in  my  opinion,  upon  this  point,  by  very  great  authorities,  and  I  * 
have  no  hefitation  in  affirming  that  the  claufe  of  the  afl  of  the  1 3th, 
which  rendered  the  receipt  of  prefents  an  indiftable  offence,  is 
wholly  repealed  by  the  aft  of  the  24th  of  his  prefent  Majefty.  I 
fhall  therefore  only  detain  your  Lordfhips  while  I  move  "  that  the 
Commons  have  made  good  the  firft^  article,  in  fo  far  as  relates  to  a 
prefent,  or  obligation,  received  from  Kelleram  for  four  lacks  of. 
nipccs. 

The  Lord  chancellor  faid,  that  having,  when  thdr 
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LordUhips  hft  fat  in  the  Committee^  taken  up  a  oonfidcrable  portion 
of  their  time  in  going  throu^  the  various  charges,  which  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  had  fo  circumfiantially  detailed,  he  did  not  rife 
to  go  over  them  again,  but  to  (hew  their  Lordfhips  that  according 
to  the  ftateme  nts  to  be  colle£led  from  the  evidence,  and  from  the 
defence  of  Mr'.  Haftings,  it  did  not  appear  that  the  whole  of  the 
money  received  from  Kelleram  and  Cullian  Sing,  from  Nundoolol 
and  from  Dinagepore,  had  been  accounted  for  by  the  defendant. 
His  Lordfhip  then  recapitulated  the  parts  of  the  evidence,  to  which 
he  had  referred  in  his  former  fpeech  on  the  fubje£^,  and  /intended 
that  nothing  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  cither  alledged  as  given 
in  proof  in  Weftminftcr  Hall,  or  argued  upon  as  matter  of  infer- 
ence, amounted  to  any  thing  dcmonitrative,  that  the  aggrq;ate  re- 
ceipt had  been  entirely  appropriated  to  the  Company's  fervicc*  He 
reminded  their  Lordfhips,  that  he  had  on  the  former  day  ihewn 
that  there  were  two  diiFerent  ways  of  making  up  an  account  of  the 
appropriation  of  the  whole  of  the  money  taken  in  the  infiances  he 
haid  mentioned :  According  to  one  of  them,  only  five  lacks  and  a 
half  out  of  nine  could  be  Aated  to  be  brought  to  account,  and  ap- 
plied to  the  Company's  fervicc ;  according  to  the  other,  fix  lacks 
might  be  fuppofed  to  be  accounted  for. 

Upon  the  queftion  being  put,  the  Chairman  declared  the  Net- 
Contents  had  it. 

Lord  THURLOW  then  moved  a  fecond  queHion,  refpeding 
the  money  received  from  Nundoolol,  when  the  Chairman  again  de- 
clared the  Not 'Contents  had  it. 

Lord  Thurlow  moved  a  third  queftion  on  the  fubjed  of  the  pre- 
fcnt  from  the  Nabob  Vizier. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  faid,  that  he  would  make  no 
obfervation  on  this  charge,  having  already  troubled  their  Lordlhipi 
too  long  upon  it ;  but  he  rofe  to  reply  to  what  had  fallen  from  Ac 
noble  and  learned  Lord  relative  to  the  account  of  Duifoar  chaigics; 
and  he  ftiU  contended,  that  from  thofc  accounts  it  clearly  appeared 
tbat  from  the  prefents  received  by  Mr*  Haftings  there  was  a  balance 
of  nearly  a  Jack  and  a  half  of  rupees  in  his  hands,  unaccounted 
for-*- that  this  Durbar  account  was  not  fent  home  until  O^ober 
1783;  therefore  it  was  clear  Mr.  Haftings,  to  that  time,  had  die 
money  in  his  hands,  and  for  ought  that  appeared,  he  had  it  at  this 
moment. 

.  Mr.  Cowpcr  (the  Clerk  Afliftant)  whifpered  acrofs  the  table,  that 
the  managers  had  not  produced  the  Durbar  accounts,  in  order  to 
(hew  that  any  balance  remained  in  Mr.  Haftings*s  hands,  but  to 
prove  that  on  the  2oth  of  January  1782,  Mr.  Haftings  had  received 
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nearly  the  whole  of  the  Nabob's  prcfent.  The  Lord  Chancellor 
feidy  he  was  obliged  to  Mr.  Cowper  for  his  information,  that  he 
was  well  aware  of  the  purpofe  for  which  the  managers  introduced* 
it ;  but  being  evidence,  ^it  was  open  to  him  to  flate  to  the  Court 
tbie  fenf?  in  which  it  ftruck  him,  and  the  efFeiSl  it  had  upon  liis 
mind. 

Lord  THURLOW.  My  Lords,  I  am  forry  agnin  to  intrude 
upon  your  Lordihips  ;  but  this  is  a  matter  which  has  been  fo  veiy 
much  mifconceivcd  by  the  noble  and  learr^^d  Lord,  that  I  am  anx- 
ioas  to  explain  it,  which  I  truft  I  (hall  be  able  to  do  completely  to 
his  fatisfadion,  fmce,  from  the  high  iituation  which  he  now  fills, 
and  which  I  bad  formerly  the  honour  to  hold,  .we  have  been  conti- 
nually in  the  habit  of  confidering  the  nature  of  accounts.  In  the 
prefent  cafe,  I  do  not  admit,  that  evidence,  produced  for  one  pur- 
pofe, can  be  coniidered  in  another  point  of  view.  If  the  Com- 
mons had  believed  that  Mr.  Haflings  had  not  fairly  accounted  to 
tbc  Company  for  all  the  prcfents  that  he.reccived,  they  undoubtedly 
would  have  made  the  omiflTion  a  matter  of  charge,  and  it  would 
have  been  a  very  ferious  ao^ufation.  But  it  does  not  appear  that 
cither  the  managers  or  the  Commons  conceived,  there  was  ground 
even  to  fufped  that  Mr.  Haftings  had  not  ^^n/i/^<f  accounted  for  all 
the  prefents  to  the  Company.  Is  it  to  be  believed  that  the  Court 
of  Directors  or  the  Board  of  Controul  would  have  aiked  no  expla- 
nation of  MK  Haftings,  if  tt  appeared  on  the  face  of  a  public  ac- 
count that  he  ha(t  a  lack  and  a  half  of  rupees  belonging  tb  them 
in  his  pofleiTion  ?  Your  Lprd(hips  will  fee  that  thefc  accounts  only 
go  to  a  given  period,  from  the  ift  of  May  1781,  to  the  30th  of 
Aprs  178a,  and  in  that  given  period  it  appears  that 'Mr.  Haftings 
received  about  one  hundred  and  fifty  thoufand  pounds  of  the  public 
naoney,  and  expended  in  the  public  fervice  about  one  hundred  and 
thirty-five  thou&nd  pounds ;  confequently,  in  the  accounts  of  the 
next  year,  he  muft  either  have  expended  iifteen  thoufand  pounds  in 
the  public  fervice,  or  he  muft  have  paid  that  fum  into  the  treafuty*. 
From  the  inftant  he  charged  himfelf  with  the  receipt  of  one  hundred ' 
fluid  fifty  thoufand  pounds,  the  Council  in  Bengal,  and  the  Com* 
pany  at  home,  would  take  care  that  he  paid  that  money  into  the' 
treafury,  or  accounted  for  the  expenditure  of  it  in  the  public  fervice. 
Had  a  doubt  been  even  hinted  on  this  fubje<^,  while  the  parties 
were  at  your  Lordfhips'  bar,  the  produdlion  of  Mr.  Haftings's  Dur- 
bar accounts  for  the  next  year  would  have  removed  them  inftantly  ^ 
fiirin  May  1782,  he  charges  himfelf  with  the  balance  of  6fteen 
AoufaniT pounds,  and  fatisiadorily  accounts  for  it  in  the  fucceeding 
months.     But  the  noble  fltnd  learned  Lord  £iys\  that  this  account- 
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is  tiot  fent  hqpe  imcir  Odtober  1783,  and  confequentif,  Mr.  Haft- 
ings  retained  the  balance  to  that  time.  I  am  fure  the  noble  and 
karned  Jjord  will  immediately  difcover  his  error.  The  book  pro- 
duced by  Mr.  Wright  was  the  Bengal  General  Journal  for  the  year 
lySi-z.  Though  it  is  the  cuftom  to  fend  home,  as  ajJJjcars  by 
Mr.  Larkins's  letters,  running  treafury  accounts  every  year,  if  not 
by  every  (hip,  yet  the  general  books  are  always  confiderably  in  ar- 
itar ;  and  this  General  Journal,  which  is^  a  book  of  great  fize^ 
containing  many  hundred  pages^  of  which  the  Durbar  account  oc- 
cupies only  from  the  2Sodi  to  the  303d  page,  was  not  fent  to  En- 
gland until  Oftobcr  1783,  and  on  that  day  its  contents  were  •au- 
thenticated by  t)ic  lignatures  of  the  Governor  General  and  Council. 
But  the  learned  Lord  will  fee  in  a  moment  that  it  is  not  an  account 
down  to  Oflober  1783  ;  it  begins  on  the  ift  of  May  1781,  and 
ends  the  30th'  of  April  1782.  I  am  fure  the  learned  Lord  mud 
iu>w  fee  what  an  erroneous  opinion  he  has  formed. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  rofc  again,  and  f«ll  fecmed  to 
dunk  that  his  former  argument  had  not  been  fully  anfwered,  and 
Aat  there  yet  remained  a  lack  and  a  half  of  the  Vizier's  prefent, 
unaccounted  for  by  the  defendant. 

The  Archbiftiop  of  YORK  rofe  the  moment  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor h^  fat  down ;  he  faid,  that  in  his  time  he  had  been  a  great 
leader  of  ancient  hiftory,  and  th^  prefent  converfation  reminded  him 
of  the  cafe  of  Cato  the  cenfor,  one  of  the  honefteft,  and  the  beft 
men,  that  the  Roman  ccpuUic  had  ever  produced.  Yet  tfiat  great 
man,  after  having  filled  the  firft  offices  in  the  flate  with  the  higheft 
reputation,  was  impeached.  He  was  impeached  forty  times,  and 
ho  was  attacked  by  a  factious  demagogue  of  his  day,  relative  to  the 
ihm  of  an  account.  When  lad  impeached,  he  was  eighty  years  of 
age^  and  he  reminded  his  pmfecutors,  that  a  generation  of  men  that 
had  QQt  witnefTed  his  fervices,  were  profecuting  him  for  trifles. 
What  was  the  cafe  of  Mr.  Hadings  ?  No  confideration  fbr  his 
hig^  charadler,  no  confideration  for  his  fplendid  and  important  fer- 
vicfs-— lEbr  the  efteem,  love,  and  veneration,  in  which  he  was  held 
hjf  the  miUidns  that  he  governed  for  fo  many  years.  No,  my  Lords, 
he  is  treated  not  as  if  he  were  a  gentleman  whofe  caufe  is  before 
you,  but  as  if  you  were  trying  a  horfe-ftealer. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  immediately  rofc,  and  faid  there 
was  no  noble  Lord  prefent  who  felt  greater  refpedl  for  the  talents  and 
virtues  of  the  learned  Prelate  than  he  did,  or  who  was  more  dif- 
pofed  to  confider  with  attention  any  thing  that  fell  fcpm  fo  refpeda- 
Uc-a  quarter.  But  he  tniiied  the  learned  Prelate  would  confider 
t^  gt^i^tion  in  wfakh  far  a>  well  as  their  Lordfliips  flood  at  that 
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moment.  ThoTe  who  oonfidcred  die  fervkes  of  the  gentleman 
whofe.cafe  was  before  them,  to  be  asfplendid  and  important  as  the 
learned  Prelate  conceived  them  to .  be,  Ti^uld  haye  adled  wifely  in 
not  preferring  the  pre(ent  impeachment,  undoubtedly,  provided  they 
could  have  prevented  its  b^eing  preferred  at  all.  But  in  the  prefent 
ftage  of  the  proceeding  their  Lordfhips  were  precluded  from  faying 
one  word  of  the  fervices  of  Mr.  Haftings,  and  ftill  more  were  they 
precluded  from  taking  them  into  confideration.  They  were  trying 
the  cafe  alledged,  and  not  the  perfon  of  Mr.  Haftings.  He  was  im- 
peached on  certain  fpccific  charges,  and  their  Lord(hips  were  nDw 
to  determine  bo^Kxen  the  profecutors  and  the  defendant^  asjudges^ 
taking  into  their  confideration  the  whole  of  the  evidence.  It  had 
been  determined,  and  very  wifely  in  his  opinion,  to  take  the 
charges  point  by  point.  While  he  was  delivering  his  fentiments  on 
any  one  of  thofe  points,  he  naturally  confined  hit  remarks  to  Ana 
fubjedl  before  him,  and  in  fo  difcharging  his  confcience,  he  could 
not  fuflTer  his  refpedl  for  apy  noble  Lord,  however  high  that  xefped 
might  be,  to  draw. him  afidc  from  the  (Iridt  line  of  his  duty;  but  at 
the  iame  time  he  could  aflfure  the  learned  Prelate  that  he  meant 
no  more  than  to  give  his  fentiments  on  each  point  to  their  Lord* 
ihips,  merely  to  juilify  himfelf  in  their  opinions,  for  the  vote  whi^ 
he  (hould  ultimately  give. 

The  queftion  was  called  for,  and  the  NotrCmtents  had  it. 

The  Chairman  (Lord  Walfingham)  then  read  the  nesct  qilef- 
lion. 

The  Bifliop  of  ROCHESTER  faid,  he  could  not  fatisfy  his 
confcience  entirely  as  to  the  vote  he  ou^t  to  give  on  the  refidue  of 
the  fixth  article,  all  the  charges  in  which  did  not  ftand  precifely  on 
the  fame  grounds.     With  regard  to  the  cuttom  of  taking  prefenfs, 
It  had' been  a  cuftom  in  the  Eaft,  prevalent  in  all  times;  firom  the 
mod  ancient  down   to  die  times  of  the  prefent  day.     He  learnt . 
fi'om  that  facred  book,  which  it  more  immediately  became  himi 
fiom  the  duties  of  his  profeflion,  to  ftudy  moft  frequently,  that  it 
was  the  cuftom  of  the  JEaft  to  bring  prefents  to  die  ruling  Prince, 
and  that  the  cudom  obtained  to  fuch  a  degree,   that  to  nc;^^  to« 
bring  them  was  confidered  fufficient  to  bear  out  the  oonftnidHon  of 
aiding  difobediently  and  contumacioufly ;  and  to  bring  them  freely 
and  in  abundance  was  held  a  proof  of  the  great  eftcem  with  which 
the  fovereign  ftood  with  his  fubje£ls. 

The  Bifbop  cited  tlie  two  following  paflfages  from  fcriptuft  in  U- 
lafbation  of  his  argument : 

ift  Book  of  Samuel,  xth  chapter,  27thverfe:  ''  But  thediil* 
dien  of  Belial  fiiid^  How  (hall  this  man  lave  us  I  and  they  defpifed 
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him,  and  brought  him  no  prcfcntj;,  but  he  held  his  peace." — (The 
Bi(hoj>faid,  the  children  of  Belial,  heprefumcd,  were  the  Jacobins 
of  thofc  days.) 

ift  Book  of,  Kings,  xthcliapter,  24th  and  25th  verfes :  "  And 
all  the  earth  fought  to  Solomqn  to  hear  his  u  ifdom,  which  God  had 
put  into  his  heart. 

"  And  they  brought  every  man  his  prefent,  vcffels  of  Hlver,  and 
vcffcls  of  gold,  and  garments,  and  armour,  and  fpices,  horfes  and 
mules,  a  rate,  vcar  bv  year." 

Having  laid  fome  ftrefs  on  this  proof  of  the  cuftpm  of  oflFcring 
and  receiving  prefents  in  the  Eaft  in  the  moft  ancient  times,  his 
Lordfliip  faid,  it  was  nor  all ;  that  the  praflicc  Itill  prevailed  in  the 
Eaft  ;  and  he  fawnot  how  Mr.  Haftings  could,  without  offence  to 
thofc,  who  offered  prefents  to  him,  refufc*  to  accept  thofe  prefents ; 
»and  therefore,  where  he  received  them  in  moments  of  great  and  ur- 
gent ftatc  exigency,  and  applied  them  to  the  Company's  fcrvicc,  he 
rcaUy  faw  not  how  he  could  rcafonably  be  found  guilty  of  a  high 
crime  and  mifdemeanor.  This  he  thought  applied  to  the  various 
prefents  received  from  Kelleram,  Nundoolol,  and  die  Vizier ;  and 
therefore  he  had  not  the  fmalleft  difficulty  to  fay  htot-Cmtent  to  thofc 
diarges. 

Nobkiffcn's  cafe  certainly  flood  on  different  grounds  from  the  reft. 
The  money  Tvas  there  clearly  proved  to  have  been  borrowed  in  the 
firft  inftancc  for  the  private  purpofes  and  convenience  of  Mr.  Haft- 
ings  ;  and  it  was  in  evidence,  that  he  had  executed  bonds,  and  that 
they  had  been  given  to  Canto  Baboo  to  deliver  to  Nobkiffcn.  It  cer- 
tainly does  not  appear  in  evidence  when  thefc  bonds  were  re-livered  up 
and  cancelled  ;  but  neither  does  itappcar  that  they  were  not  fo  deliver- 
ed up  to  Mr.  Haftings  ;  and  therefore  the  Committee  was  not  entitled 
to  prefume  an  inference  not  fupported  by  evidence.  Mr.  Larkins 
in  his  examination  throws  fome  light  on  the  fubjcft,  and  rather 
fcrves  to  ftiew  that  the  bonds  were  regularly  and  duly  executed,  and 
afterwards  re-delivered,  when  Mr.  Haftings  confcntcd  to  accept  the 
three  lacks  as  a  prefent  to  the  Company,  rather  than  as  a  loan  to 
himfclf. 

TJicre  was  one  point  of  view,  however,  in  which  the  tran- 
fadSion  might  be  regarded,  tliathad  not,  he  believed,  been  fuggcft- 
ed  by  any  of  their  Lordihips,  and  that  certainly  did  not  place  it  in 
the  moft  favoumble  light  for  Mr.  Haftings.  The  Bifbop  faid,  he 
meant  as  a  tranfaction  between  Nubkillcn  and  Mrr  Haftings,  as  be- 
tween a  man  nnd  his  friend.  It  could  fcarcely  be  imagined  that 
M'hcn  NobkilUn  told  Mr.  Haftings,  he  had  rather  he  would  accept 
tht  money  than  execute  tixe  bond,  he  meant  to  make  it  a  prefent  to 
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the  Company ;  whait  he  meant  was,  in  all  human  probability^  to. 
prefcnt  it  to  Mr,  Haftings  for  his  own  private  purpofe  and  conveni-, 
cncc,  from  a  fcnfc  of  obligations  that  he  was  under  to  Mr.  Haftings 
when  he  was  a  very  young  and  obfcure  man.      For  the  Governor 
General  therefore  to  turn  the  money  over  to  the  Company  as  a  prc-» 
fcnt  to  them,  was  not  ufing  his  friend  well.     Tlie  trarifadlion  how-, 
ever  was  not  charged  in  that  view  of  it  in  the  article,  and  therefore 
their  Lordfhips  could  not  travel  out  of  the  impeachment  to  find  guilt  . 
in  the  defendant ;  they  were  bound  to  judge  only  of  the  fadls  as  they 
were  criminally  chargad,  fecundum  allegata  et probata.     For  whichi 
and  the  other  reafons  he  had  ftated,  his  Lordlhip. declared  he  (hould 
fay  Not  content  to  the  queftion. 

On  the  queftion  being  put,  the  Not -Contents  had  it. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

JVedneJdayy    2^th  March, 

The  National  Debt  Intereft  bill,  and  the  two  Exchequer  Loai^ 
bills,  palled  through  a  Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe,  without 
any  amendments.  ,  .  ; 

Thurfdays    26th  March. 

Lord  GRENVILLE  brought  down  a  mcflage  from  His.Afe- 
jefty,  (for  which  fee  the  proceedings  of  the  Commons  of  tixe  fame 
date). 

Ordered  to  be  taken  into  confideration  to-morrow«    . 

Friday^   a'jih  March,  ' 

The  Royal  Aflent  was  given  by  Commiflion  to  eight  public  and 
eight  private  bills.  The  Comnpiffioncrs  were,  the  Lord  Chancel- 
lor, the  Duke  of  Portland,  and  the  Earl  of  Mansfield.  .    . 

The  Order  of  the  Day  being  read  for  fummoning  their  LordflVips 
to  take  into*  confideration  His  Majefty's  mclTagc,  which  was  brought 
down  yeftcrday,  the  meflfage  was  read,  and  Lord  Grenville  moved 
an  Addrefs  to  His  Majcfty,  thanking  him  for  his  gracious  con/mu- 
nication>  and  cxprcfiing  the  determination  of  their  Lurdfl^ips*  to 
concur  in  making  a"  fiiitable  provifion  for  the  extraordinary  cxp^cet 
tlut  might  be  incurred  in  the  profccution  of  the  prcfci^t  iuft  an|d  ne- 
ocUaiy  war,  and  to  take  fuch  other  meafures^as  the  exigenf:LCSi  o( 
tJic  times  might  require.  ... 

The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE  objedcd  to  the  terms  in. which, 
the  Addsefs  was  conceived.  He  cc  nfidered  it. as  voting  an  Addrefs, 
giantixig  an  unlimited  fum  to  His  Majcliy  tor  the  profccution  of  the 
war*     In  the  particular  fituation  of  this  ccunti}'>  connected  with 
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alUes  on  the  Cmtincnty  whofe  good  fnith  was  not  the  moft  promi* 
nent  feature  in  their  chatader,  bills  might  be  drawn  upon  diis 
country  to  an  immenfe  amount,  and  honoured  by  the  Bank,  In  con- 
fequence  of  the  pledge  undcrftood  to  be  given  by  this  Addrefs,  to 
defray  every  cxpence  that  might  be  incurred  for  the  purpofc  of  car- 
rying on  the  war. 

Lord  CAERNARVON  faid  a  few  words  in  fupport  of  the  Ad- 
drefs. 

Lord  GRENVILLE  faid,  that  fuch  were  the  terms  in  which 
AddrefTes  had  been  ufiially  conceived,  and  he  did  not  fee  that  they 
by  any  means,  neceflarily  implied  the  confcquence  which  had  been 
inferred  by  the  noble  Lord.  The  extent  of  the  particular  provifion 
to  be  granted  to  tiis  Majefly,  becatnc  a  lYtatter  of  fubfequent  con- 
fideration. 

The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE  faid,  that  he  could  not  help  con- 
ceiving the  Addrefs,  as  it  now  (bx>d,  to  be  a  pledge  of  the  Houfe 
to  the  full  extent  which  he  had  ftatcd. 

Lord  AUCKLAND  faid,  that  the  declaration  exprefled  in  the 
Addrefs  was  not  itfelf  a  legiflative  2l&,  but  only  preparatory  to  a 
I^flative  z&^ 

The  Duke  of  NORFOLK  faid,  that  he  could  have  wifhcd  to 
know  the  particular  fum  intended  to  be  granted  to  His  Majefty, 
and  whether  it  was  the  only  fum  that  would  be  rcquefted  for  the  fcr- 
vicc  of  the  prefent  year.  In  the  fpecch  from  the  Throne  at  the  be- 
ginning of  the  feflion,  mention  was  made  of  a  provifion  which  it 
would  be  neceflary  to  make  in  confcquence  of  the  marriage  of  the 
Prince  of  Wales ;  was  tliis  to  be  included  in  the  fum  now  to  be 
granted? 

Lord  GRENVILLE  replied,  that  it  would  ill  become  him  to 
anticipate  any  determination  of  Parliament. 

The  Addrefs  was  then  agreed  to,  and  ordered  to  be  prcfented  to 
His  Majefty,— Adjourned. 

Monday y  30/A  March. 

The  Order  of  the  Day,  fummoning  the  attendance  of  their 
Lordihifis,  being  read, 

The  Earl  of  GUILFORD  faid,  that  he  rofe  at  the  moA  aw- 
ful and  criticsd  period,  which  had  ever  occurred  in  the  hiflory  of 
this  country,  in  order  to  call  upon  their  Lordfliipa  to  appoint  a  day 
to  take  into  oonfideration  the  State  of  the  Nation ;  an  objed  the 
moft  ferious  and  import,  nvhich  could  -jxffibly  engage  their  atten- 
tion. It  was  to  him  matter  of  furprize,  that  fuch  a  talk  (h<wld 
have  devolved  upon  him.    He  Ihooid  hate  -expeded  that  tbofe  who 
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were  fo  fanguine  In  dieir  expe^tions  as  to  die  events  of  the  war, 
and  who  had  anticipated  within  fo  (hort  a  period,  the  fubmtflion,  if 
not  the  conqueft  of  Trance,  would  have  been  the  firft  to  move  for 
an  enquiry  into  the  oiufes  of  the  iailure  and  difappdintments  that 
had  taken  place.     Since,  however,  none  of  thofe  had  come  for- 
ward in  order  to  afcertain  what  were  the  circumflances  whidi  had 
occafioned  fo  dreadful  a  reverie  of  their  hopes,  and  had  led  the 
country  into  the  fituation  of  difirefs  and  danger  in  which  it  was  now 
placed,  he  folt  it  incumbent  upon  him  to  call  upon  the  Houfe  t(y 
iniHtute  the  enquiry*     He  was  one  of  tfioTe  who  had  never,  (ince 
the  commencement  of  the  war,  been  apt  to  flatter  himfelf  widi 
expedbtions  of  its  fuccefs.     In  the  mifcondud  of  Miniften  he  had 
all  along  feen  the  fource  of  many  of  the  difafters  which  had  taken 
pbce.     But  gloomy  as  his  profpeds  always  had  been,  they  had 
been  more  than  realized  by  the  train  of  calamitous  events  which  had    • 
recently  been  exhibited.     They  were  of  fuch  a  nature  as  to  exceed 
any  thing  that  had  ever  occurred,  even  in  the  moft  unfortunate  aera 
of  any  former  war.     In  laying  his  grounds  for  an  enquiry,  be 
(hauld  chiefly  call  the  attention  of  their  Lordfliips  to  the  prdent 
flate  of  our  allies,  the  condu6l  of  Government  towards  Neutral 
Powers,  and  the  domcftic  fituation  of  the  country.     In  order  that 
what  he  had  to  fay  might  fall  under  diftindl  heads,  he  (houI<)  ar^ 
rangp  it  under  three  clafles,  lum'ely,  what  related  to  the  political, 
the  military,  and  the  naval  fyflem,  which  had  been  purfued  by 
Minifters  in  the  condufi  of  the  war.     On  each  of  tbefe  heads,  he 
hoped  to  be  able  to  convince  their  Lord(hips,  that  there  was  ftrong 
and  urgent  ground  of  enquiry.     And  firft,  as  to  the  political  fyf- 
tem  which  had  been  adopted  by  Minifters.     He  fliould  not  now 
enter  into  the  examination  of  the  queftion,  of  the  juftice  or  neceC- 
fity  of  the  war  in  its  firft  ojigin.     But  what  muft  be  obvious  to 
every  one  was,  that  after  our  exertions  had  ceafed  for  the  defence 
of  Holland,  the  object  of  the  war  had  been  left  entirely  vague  and 
indeterminate.     Miniflers  ought  to  have  adopted  one  of  two  ob- 
jeds :  either  they  ought  to  have  held  out  that  the  prefcnt  was  a 
war  for  the  reftoration  of  the  French  Monarchy,  m  wMch  cafe  they 
would  have  united  the  views,  and  concentered  the  efibrts  of  all  the 
friends  of  Royalty;  or  they  ought  to  have  declared,  that  it  was  a 
war  in  order  to  curb  the  progrefs  of  French  ambidon,  and  confine 
them  within  their  own  territories.     In  either  of  thefe  cafes  there 
would  have  been  an  advantage  derived  to  the  country,  with  refped 
to  the  profpeS  afforded  of  effcdling  a  peace.     Had  the  9bje£t  of 
Ae  war  been  profeflcd  to  be  the  rcftoration  of  the  Frcttch  Mo- 
narchy, its  abfurdity  would  long  flnce  have  been  perceived,  and 
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%c  people  of  this  country  would  have  been  tired  of  profeeutirig  fo 
*ruitlefs  a  contcft.     Had  it  been  declared  that  it  was  merely  to  curb 
French  ambition,  and  confine  them  within  their  own  limits,  with- 
out arty  wifh  on  our  part  to  interfere  with  their  government,  an  op- 
portunity would  have  prefcnted  itfelf  for  rcftoring  peace,  when  we 
were  in  pofleflion  of  fa  many  places  on  the  French  frontiers,  and 
had  acquired  great  part  of  their  iflands  in  the  Weft  Indies.     But 
what  had  been  the  conduft  of  Minifters?  .  They  had  avowed  no 
precife  objeft  ;  they  had  adhered  to  no  fteady  line  of  adion.    Here 
Lord  Guilford  referred  to  the  difierent  declarations  which  had  been 
made  by  Minifters,  ^s  contrafted  with  the  conduct  wliich  had  been 
adopted  in  the  profecution  of  the  war.     At  the  very  moment  that 
Lord  Hood  was  engaging  to  fupport  the  Toulonnefe,  in  reftoring 
Louis  XVII.  to  the  throne  of  his  anceftors,  Minifters  were  barter- 
ing with  the  Corficans  to  withdraw  their  allegiahee  from  their  law- 
Itil  Monarch,  in  order  to  transfer  it  to  a  foreign  Sovereign.     So 
that  at  the  very  moment  they  were  profcfling  to  concur  in  the  ob- 
jc6t  of  reftoring  Louis  XVII.  they  were  taking  meafures  to  dila- 
pidate his  dominions,  and  feduce  his  fubjeds  from  their  fedty. 
What  could  be  the  eflfeiSs  of  this  duplicity  of  conduft,  but  to  in- 
fpire  nil  true  loyalifts  in  France  with  difguft  and  abhorrence,  and 
fender  them  even  as  averfe  to  the  fuccefs  of  thofc  pretended  friends 
of  Monarchy,  as  to  the  ufurpation  of  their  Republican  nrfcrs? 
I>ord  Guilford  next  proceeded  to  examine  the  conduft  of  Miirif- 
fcrs  towards  the  neutral  powers,  which  he  affirmed  had  beien  calcu- 
lated to  ftain  the  charaftcr,  and  lower  the  dignity  of  the  nation  in 
the  tncs  of  Europe.     It  had  neither  been  marked  by  tliat  fcnfe  of 
honour,  or  thofe  maxims  of  juftice,  which  ought  to  regulate  the 
proceeding??  of  a  great  people  in  their  tranfaflions  with  other  States. 
Minifters  lecni  to  have  proceeded  upon  that  broad  principle,  whidi 
had  bccfn  avowed  bv  Sir  Gilbert  Elliot,  that  all  mankind  muft  be- 
come  parries  in  the  prcfcnt  conteft.     The  infolence  of  the  brtvado 
had  nqt,  however,  been  juftified  by  the  fuccefs  of  the  means  which 
were  cmployci?,  in  order  to  carry  it  into  effect;  the  remonftrancc 
of  Lord  Robert  Fir/gerald,  to  the  States  of  Switzerland,  had  only 
the  cfFcd  to  produce  a  calm  and  dignified  anfwer  froni  that  Re- 
public.     Even  the  petty  State  of  Genoa  laughed  at  the  high  tone  of 
thf)fc  menaces,  which  afterwards  proved  to  be  impotent.     Their 
conduct  towards  Denmark  and   Sweden  had  been  marked  by  the 
fame   infolence,  and   followed  by  the  fame   cffeds.       All   thcfc 
powers,  and  the  Duke  of  Tufc^ny  had  lately  added  himfelf  to  the 
number,  had  fliewn,  what  Minifters  afFecSed  not  to  believe,  that 
the  French  were  fully  capable  of  maintaining  the  accuftonted  rela- 
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dons  of  peace  and  amity  with  other  nations.  He  next  proceeded 
to  remark  upon  the  different  treaties  into  which  Miniflers  had  en- 
tered with  the  allies  ;  treaties  which  had  only  proved  to  be  ufelefs 
and  expeniive.  In  all  of  tliem  he  found  the  condition,  that  this 
country  was  not  to  noake  peace  till  all  our  allies  (hould  be  reftorcd 
to  the  poffcflion  of  their  territories  ;  a  condition  which  might  ope- 
rate as  a  material  obftacle  to  any  nogotiation,  and,  perhaps^  fcarce- 
ly  be  got  over  without  a  fccming  breach  of  faith.  What,  he  aflced, 
was  the  advantage  wc  had  derived  from  thofe  treaties  ?  Would  the 
Emperor  have  been  lefs  ftrenuoufly  difpofed  to  fight  in  defence  of 
his  own  dominions  in  the  Auftrian  Netherlands  r  Could  the  King 
of  Pmflia  poflibly  have  afforded  us  lefs  affiftance,  though  we  had 
not  entered  into  the  treaty  of  1793,  or  the  fubfequent  fubfidiary 
treaty?  Could  the  Stadtholder  have  been  more  unfortunate  even 
chough  we  had  allowed  the  Dutch  peaceably  to  fubmit  to  the  free 
navigation  of  the  Scheldt,  and  not  forced  them  to  take  part  with  us 
in  the  war  ?  Spain  and  Sardinia  were  both  prcvioufly  engaged  in 
the  war,  and  it  was  not  neccfhry  that  we  (hould  form  new  engage- 
ments in  order  to  fccure  their  co-opcralion.  Might  we  not  havfe 
rcfervcd  to  ourfelves  to  have  afforded  them  that  degree  of  affiftance 
which  we  might  find  expedient,  without  pledging  ourfelves  to  terms 
which  might  be  found  inconvenient  in  their  fubfequent  operation  f 
One  Ally  we  had  of  a  peculiar  defcription,  who  might  indeed  be 
truly  faid  to  have  afforded  us  a  negative  affidance ;  he  meant  the 
Emprefs  of  Ruffia,  who,  though  fhe  affeded  more  zeal  in  the 
craufe  of  royalty  than  any  of  the  confederate  powers,  had  hitherto 
done  nothing  to  co-operate  with  their  arms.  She  had  taken 
another  way  to  promote  the  interefts  of  regular  governments.  -  With 
her  liberty  and  rebellion  were  fynonimous  terms ;  and  (he  might 
probably  think  that  by  crufhing  the  brave  Kofciulko,  the  champion 
«nd  fupport  of  freedom  in  his  own  country,  (he  had  done  more  to 
benefit  the  common  caufe  tlian  by  reducing  a  province  or  fubduing 
an  army  of  the  French.  Lord  Guilford  next  took  a  view  of  the 
military  condufl  of  the  war.  The  uniform  train  of  difafters  which 
had  taken  place  in  the  operations  of  the  different  campaigns  appear- 
ed to  him  to  furnifh  of  themfclves  a  fufficient  ground  of  inquiry. 
If  they  did  not  afford  dcijcifive  evidence  of  mifcondud  on  the  part 
of  Mtnifters,  they  were  at  leaft  fully  fufficient  to  juftify  fufpicion. 
He  adverted  to  what  had  taken  place  at  the  liege  of  Dunkirk,  a 
fubjeft  which  fo  much  called  for  inveftigation,  and  which  had  never 
yet  been  explained.  He  next  referred  to  the  proceedings  at  Toulon^ 
whidi  equally  called  for  difculfion.  He  afked.  Why  fo  large  a  force 
had  been  retained  «n  the  infignificant  fpot  of  Corlica,  to  the  detri* 
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mcnt  of  our  orhcr  exertions  ?  From  the  want  of  a  fufficicnt  force 
in  '..■  Weft  Indicr,  the  acquifuions  which  ve  had  made  in  the 
French  Iflands,  had  ag:^in  been  wrcftcd  from  us,  and  he  wi(hed 
that  even  our  own  poffeflions  might  be  fafc  in  that  quarter.  How 
cx)uld  Miniftcrs  explain  the  circumftance  of  ft)  large  a  force  having 
been  fuifered  to  remain  inadtive  at  Southampton,  where  a  gallant 
Commander,  of  whofe  military  talents  he  had  the  higheft  opinion^ 
had  been  employed  only  in  drilling  the  new  corps  ?  But  a  circuni- 
Ihince  more  remarkable  than  all  was,  that  feveral  regiments  deftined 
for  the  fervice  of  the  Colonies,  had  been  fufiered  to  remain  for 
months  in  the  tranfports,  and  to  pine  away  with  diieafe  and  fick- 
nefs.  Whether  this  had  taken  place  from  the  n^le£t  of  the  Board 
of  Admiralty,  or  the  Board  of  Ordnance,  or,  as  he  rather  fuf- 
pedled,  in  confequence  of  fome  difagreement  in  the  Cabinet,  he 
ihould  not  take  upon  him  to  determine.  Whatever  mi^t  be  the 
caufe,.the  fad  was  fuch  as  called  for  the  moft  ferious  inveftigadon. 
A  ftill  more  melanchqly  objedt  of  confideration  was  the  fituatk>n  of 
our  brave  countrymen  on  the  Continent,  who  had  been  driven  from 
the  walls  of  Landrecy  to  the  extremities  of  the  Rhine,  and  had  gra- 
dually been  fufFered  to  peri(h  in  ufelefs  conili^,  till  thdr  numbers 
were  now  dimini(hed  from  30,000  to  between  7  and  8,ooo.  The 
only  hope  that  remained  in  their  prefent  (ituation  was,  that  die 
miferable  remnant  might  yet  be  able  to  return  to  this  country.  He 
mentioned  a  letter  which  had  been  received  from  the  army,  ii\ 
which  the  foldiers  were  defcribed  as  without  clothes,  widiout  pro* 
vifion,  without  pay.  It  had  been  dated  diat  the  fick  and  wound'- 
cd  had  fuflTered  greatly  from  the  want  of  proper  medicines  and  con- 
veyance, and  even  when  brought  to  a  place  of  fecurity,  from  a  de- 
ficiency of  common  accommodations.  Thefe  were  fa^  which  cal- 
ed  for  the  mod  rigorous  invedigation ;  and  if  in  the  rcTuit  they 
Ihould  be  found  to  be  true,  no  blame  could  be  too  great  lor  the 
negle<^  or  mifcondud  from  which  they  had  proceeded. 

Lord  Guilford  next  took  a  view  of  the  naval  fervice  of  Ae 
war ;  the  mod  material  chjeA  of  confideration  to  this  country. 
The  fame^negled  and  failure  which  appeared  in  the  other  brandies 
of  the  fervice,  were  not  tefs  difcemlble  in  this.  He  partkularly  re- 
marked the  culpable  deficiency  of  convoy,  and  the  number  of  cap- 
tures, which  exceeded  the  calculation  of  any  former  war.  He 
knew  that  thefe  captures  had  been  afcribed  to  the  inotafc  of  our 
commerce  ;  but  this  aigument  was  refuted  by  the  high  rates  of  in- 
furance.  For  diough  in  confequence  of  the  increafed  number  of 
(hipping,  more  might  be  liable  to  be  taken,  die  rifk  did  not  become 
greater  to  a  fiiigle  (hip.    He  mentioned  the  injury  which  commerce 
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had  fuffered  (rom  the  dentendon  of  veflels  in  confequence  of  the 
wanf  of  convoy  for  fuch  a  length  of  timei  that  the  profit  was  en- 
tirely fwallowed  up.     The  higher  rates  of  infurance  were  fuch  as, 
in  fome  places,  to  opctsite  as  a  total  embargo  upon  trade.     Not* 
withibnding  the  cinrumftance  that  we  engaged  in  the  war  with  x 
navy  fo  greatly  fuperior  to  that  of  France,  the  French  fleet  had 
been  fuflrred  to  parade  in  oUr  diannel  without  oppoiition-or  annoy- 
ance.     And  while  fo  many  of  our  veflels  had  been  captured,  and 
our  feamen  carried  into  French  priibns ;  the  two  moft  important 
convoys  of  the  enemy  had  been  permitted  fafely  to  reach  their  def- 
tined  ports.     In  every  inftance,  in  which  Britifh  Commanders  and 
feamen  had  been  engaged,  they  had  (hewn,  by  their  (kill,  and 
thdr  ^dhntry,  that  no  blame  whatever  could  attach  to  them,  and 
that  the  fault  muA  entirely  reft  with  thofe  who  had  the  chief  di- 
rcdion  and  diihibution  of  the  Naval  force.     Such  were  fome  of  the 
leading  fa^  to  which  he  wifhed  to  call  the  attention  of  their  Lord- 
fiiips,  and  which  he  coniidcred  as  conflituting  proper  grounds  of 
inquiry..    Wherever  we  turned  our  view,  there  appeared  nothing 
but  adual  difgrace  and  future  calamity.     What  was  the  flate  of 
our  nefources  and  our  profpeAs  ?   We  had  already  expended  fcvcnty 
millions  in  the  conteft.     What  dependancc  could  we  have  upon  our 
Allies  ?    The  treafury  of  the  Emperor  was  exhaufled,  and  we  had 
no  reifon  to  think  that  of  his  Spanifh  MajeAy  in  a  better  condi- 
tion.    One  Ally  we  had  decidedly  loft,  and  we  had  reafon  to  fear 
that  the  rcfources  of  Holland  might  in  future  be  employed  againft 
us.     Any  aflfiftance  from  Ruffia  was  very  precarious ;  and  we  had 
no  hope  of  being  able  to  carry  on  the  war,  except  at  the  expence 
of  the  wealth,  the  commerce,  and  the  manufactures  of  this  coun- 
try.    The  demand  for  Britifti  commodities  muft  conliderably  de- 
creafe  in  confequence  of  the  ports  of  Holland  being  (hut  againft 
us ;  thus,  if  we  continued  the  war,  we  had  only  the  profpe6l  of 
diminiftied  refburccs  and  accumulating  burdens.     The  ftate  of  po» 
pulation  was  another  objedt  of  ferious  attention ;  already  in  the 
oourfe  of  the  prefent  conteft  50,000  had  been  loft  to  the  national 
force,  and  at  what  a  moment  would  Minifters  be  obliged  to  impofe^ 
fxelh  burdenst  upon  the  people !  At  a  period  when  they  had  libelled 
thrir  attachment  to  the  conftitudon,  when  they  had  repxefented 
them  as  aduaccd  by  a  mifchievous  fpirit,  and  had  thought  proper 
to  fufpend  their  freedom,  and  to  reftridl  their  communication  with 
aliens.     What  meafures  had  Minifters  taken  to  allay  the  difoon* 
tcnty  if  any  fuch  exifted,  in  the  minds  of  the  people  ?  On  the  con- 
trary, was  not  their  conduct  calculated  to  inflame  it,  and  to  call  it 
into  adion  V  He  alluded  to  what  had  lately  taken  place  in  Ireland, 
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and  to  the  palpable  evidence  which  there  bad  been  given  of  the  miC- 
cpndudl  of  Miniilers.  In  that  quarter  MioiAers  had  no  G}m- 
manders  to  divide  with  them  th^  refponHbility  j  Nihil  proifeiius 
nihil  cohors  nihil  turma  defumpjii.  The  hiaoic  mull  entirely  lell 
betwixt  Earl  Fitzwilliam  and  the  Ca^inel  \n  t{>is  cpuntr)r.  As  a 
inan»  he  might  have  his  partiality ;  but^  as  a  Lord  of  Parliament, 
it  was  of  no .  confequencq  to  him  where  it  (hould  be  found  to  at- 
tach. It  was  not  the  queition,  whether  Earl  Fitzwilliam  had 
adied  raflityi  precipitately,  and  if  fo,  fooU(bly  and  wickedly,  by 
holding  out  to  the  Catholics  terms  which  he  was  not  .authorized  ta 
grant ;  or  whether  he  had  been  deluded  by  his  new  friends  and 
abandoned  by  his  old.  With  a  view  to  enquiry,  it  was  of  no  con- 
foquence  whether  he  had  lent  himfelf  as  the  inftrument  of  their  de- 
lufion,  or  had  been  the  dupe  and  die  vi<Sira  of  thtir  perfidy-  The 
hJSi  was  certain,  that  mifconduft  had  taken  place,  which  might  in 
its  coofequences  t)e  extremely  hurtful,  and  which  called  for  public 
teprobatioit  on  its  authors.  He  did  not  apprehend  that  fort  of 
danger  of  which  others  >vere  apprchenflve  ;  he.  was  not  afraid  of 
not  and  infurredlton  in  Ireland  ;  he  trufted  to  the  good  fenfc  of 
the  people  to  avert  any  fuch  efiedts.  But  he  was  aware  of  the  im- 
portance of  that  kingdom  in  every  point  of  view  to  Great.  Britain. 
It  had  furnifhed  not  lefs  than  a  third  of  the  men  for  the  fcrvice  of 
.  the  prefent  war ;  and  he  feared  that  the  ciFcd  of  fuch  treatment 
might  be  to  alienate  the  afFedtions  of  the  Irifn  from  this  country,  and 
prevent  them  from  aflbrding  it  afliftance  in  future.  Having  touch- 
ed on  thcfc  points,  he  (hould  no  longer  detain  the  attention  of  the 
Houfc.  He  ihould  only  remark  that  motions  for  inquiry  had  often 
been  made  on  occaHons  much  lefs  important  than  the  prefent,  and 
I«id  never  in  any  inftance  been  refufal.  Tlie  prefent  was  the  mpft 
critical  and  momentous  period  which  had  ever  occurred,  and  loudly 
called  for  an  inveftigation  of  the  prefent  ftate,  and  the  future  re- 
fomces  of  the  country.  Whatever  might  be  the  refult  of  that  in- 
veftigation,  whether  to  advife  or  to  punlfti  the  fcrvants  of  the  ^xc- 
cudve  government,  whether  to  perfift  in  the  vigorous  profecution  of 
the  war,  or  to  adopt  flep«  widi  a  view  to  negcKiation,  he  (hould 
not  pretend  to  anticipate  ;  but  he  trufted  at  Icaft,  that  tlieir  Lord- 
ihips,  both  from  a  fenfe  of  duty  and  a  regard  for  the  intcrefts  of  the 
empire,  would  not  decline  the  enquiry  which  he  now  propoied  to 
them  to  inititute.  He  concluded  with  moving,  that  the  Houfc  do 
now  refolve  itfclf  into  a  Committee  of  Inquiry. 
•:    The  Earl  of  SUFFOLK  laid,  that  though  unaccwfioiped  to 

• 

trouble  their  LordHiips,  he  had  not  been  inattentive  to  the  com- 
fncn.eiDent  of  the  war,  the  mode  in  which  it  hgid  been  carried  on, 
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and  the  confequcnces  which  had  refulted  from  it.  With  regard  to 
the  military  operations  of  the  war,  he  certainly  agreed  with  the  noble 
Earl  that  they  had  been  attended  with  very  ill  fuccefs ;  but  when  he 
allow;ed  this,  he  muft  at  the  fame  time  give  his  decided  opinion  that 
bctter,or  braver  exertions  never  had  been  made  in  any  war,  than 
His  Majefty's  forces  had  (hewn  upon  every  occafion.  He.  therefore 
thought  th-Jt  the  blame  that  could  be  laid  in  confequence  of  the  uni- 
verfal  failure  in  all  that  had  been  attempted,  muft  be  with  thofe  who 
conducted  His  Mnjcfty*s  Councils,  and  who  had  formed  plans  which 
had  they  been  wife  and  proper,  would  have  been  executed  with  that 
fpirit,  alacrity,  and  bravery  Which  had  fo  particularly  didinguilhed 
the  behaviour  of  the  BritiQi  foldicrs  and  officers,  wherever  an  op- 
portunity occurred  of  iignali/.ing  themfelves.  His  opinion  was  that 
wc  ought  to  defift  from  a  continental  war  ,  or  if  we  muft  carry  it  on, 
that  we  ought  to  withdraw  the  Britiih  troops,  fubfidize  the  Emperor 
of  Germany  liberally,  for  which  we  muft  compel  him  to  give  not 
a  nominal  but  an  efficient  fupport,  and  then  let  us  confine  our  ex- 
ertions to  our  nav^  fb'cngth,  and  the  internal  fecurity^of  the  coun- 
try. What  had  already  happened,  he  thought  was  fufficient  to  in- 
duce them  to  follow  this  advice.  ,  When  noble  Lords  talked  of  the 
fuccefTes  of  France  in  different  quarters,  as  conquefts  which  her 
power  and  refources  made  inevitable,  he  could  not  agree  with  them ; 
he  faw  no  fuch  power  in  France,  nor  any  reafon  to  dread  it.  Hoi* 
land  certainly  could  not  be  confidered  as  a  conqueft  ;  force  was  not 
neceffaiy  to  attach  her  to  France  ;  on  the  contrar}',  the  great  ma- 
jority of  the  people  were  prcvioufly  difpbfcd  to*  favour  Franch  prin- 
ciples, and  adopt  her  form  of  Government.;  and  where  that  was  the 
cafe,  it  could  not  be  called  conqueft.  He  faid,  if  it  was  not  irre- 
gular, he  would  read  part  of  a  fpeech  delivered  in  another  place  by 
a  great  perfon,  in  whofe  opinion  he  perfe6)ly  coincided,  refpediing 
the  continuance  of  the  prcfent  war.     . 

[Here  the  noble  Earl  read  frorh  one  of  Mr.  Fo«*s  fpeeches,  early 
in  the  feiTion,  his  opinion  about  withdrawing  the  Britifh  troops  from 
the  Continent ;  and  if  it  was  found  ncceffary  toperfift  in  Conti- 
nental war,  that  we  might  then  fubfidize  Germany,  but  iniifi  on 
having  efficient  aid  from  that  power.] 

His  Lordihip  contended,  that  every  confideration,  and  every  ac- 
tive operation  on  the  part  of  their  Lordfhips,  were  certainly  due  to 
the  very  important  concern  which  ought,  in  the  prefent  moment,  to 
occupy  the  minds  of  all — the  defence  and  fccurity  of  this  country 
againft  powerful  attacks  of  die  enw^y  with  whom  we  had  to  con- 
tend. In  coniidering  this  fubje6t,  his  Lordfhip  faid,  three  places 
appeared  to  him  as  particularly  necefTary  to  be  attended  to,  with  re- 
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gard  to  their  peculiar  fafcty.  Thcfe  were  the  metropolis,  and  the 
two  dock  yards.  To  do  this  with  cfFcft,  would  require  three  ar- 
inies.  He  would,  befidcs  thcfc,  advife  that  another  army  fhould 
be  placed  in  fo  central  a  fituation  between  thefe  thr6r,  that  on  an 
alarm  being  given  of  an  intended  attack  upon  any  of  the  others,  this 
army  of  refcrve  might  immcdiatclv  fend  off  fuch  reinforcements  to 
cither,  or  any  .of  thofe  wliich  might  want  them,  as  would  be  fuffi- 
cienimoc  only  to  check  the  enemy,  but  effcdually  to  prevent  thcra 
from  making  any  fcrlous  or  important  impreffion  into  the  interior  of 
the  country,  if  ever  either  adverfe  winds,  or  any  unforefcen  acci- 
dents attending  our  fleets  fliould  fo  far  favour  them,  as  to  permit 
them  to  make  good  a  landing  of  their  troops  in  the  country.  In 
order  to  do  this  with  the  greater  facility,  it  was  his  Lordfhip 's  ad- 
vice farther,  tliat  macliincs,  upon  a  particular  conftruSion,  for  con- 
taining fifteen  or  twenty  men  each,  (hould  be  immediately  adopted, 
upon  fuch  a  principle,  that  they  might  be  drawn  with  a  fpecd  and 
convenience,  by  a  few  horfcs  to  each,  fo  that  in  a  few  hours  a  very 
large  body  of  troops  might  be  fent  from  one  quarter  of  the  kingdom 
to  another  with  pcrfe6l  cafe  to  the  men,  who  would,  on  being  fct 
down  at  or  near  the  place  they  might  be  wanted  at,  be  inftandy 
fit  to  procecfd  on  the  moft  aclivc  fervice,  without  being  jaded  and 
harraffed  by  the  fatigues  of  a  long  and  wearifomc  march^  And  all 
this  miglu  be  done,  without  putting  horfes  in  a  ftate  of  requifition, 
as  he  believed,  in  the  interior  of  the  country,  it  would  be  found 
that  they  would  be  very  abundant  for  the  purpofcs  he  had  mention- 
ed. The  awful  fituation  of  the  country,  his  Lordfliip  obfcrved, 
loudly  called  on  the  Houfe  to  give  their  moil  pointed  attention  to 
fcveral  other  matters  of  great  moment,  which  no  Icfs  regarded  the 
fafety  and  welfare  of  the  nation.  Th'^  times  particularly  called  upon 
their  Lordfhips  to  ex.*rt  their  utmoft  efforts  in  the  economy  fo  ne- 
ccffary  to  the  country,  by  fctting  thcmfclvcs  a  noble  example  to  the 
reft  of  the  people.  For  his  own  part,  the  noble  Lord  folemnly 
protcfted  that  he  would,  with  the  greateft  pleafurc,  facrifice  one  half 
of  his  fortune  to  prefcrve  and  fecurc  the  other  half.  If  he  thought 
he  (hould  be  feconded  and  fufficicntly  aided  in  the  dcfign,  he  would 
very  contentedly  reftridt  himfclf  to  the  one  half  of  his  annual  in- 
come, and  appropriate  the  other  to  the  fervice  of  his  country,  as  a 
means  of  fecurity  for  what  he  (liould  ftill  poffefe.  This  was  a  duty 
which  he  thought  their  Lordfhips  owed  to  themfelves.  It  was  a 
duty,  which  they,  in  a  very  effential  manner,  owed  to  their  pofte- 
rity.  Their  Lordfliips  had  received  3  confidcrable  portion  of  li- 
berty from  their  forefathers,  and  were  In  jufiicc  bound  to  deliver 
vcr  an  equal  portion  of  freedom  and  happinefs,  if  pofiiUy  in  their 
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power,  to  their  immcdiafc  poftcrity  at  leaft.     He  was  in  hopes  this 
example  would  alfo  be  attended  to,  and  followed  by  thofe  alfo  who 
had  even  an  higher  ftake  in  the  country  than  their  Lordfliips,  and 
whofe  pofteritj'  and  relative  conned^ions  had  equal  claims  from  them. 
He  was  the  more  eafily  induced  to  form  thcfc  expcdtations,  becaufc 
he  thought  tliat  every  one  who  turned  his  eye- to  a  certain  illuftri- 
ous,  but  unf^rtutiate,  Prince  now  in  this  countrj',  muft  fee  at  one 
glance  how  very  necelfary  it  was  to  provide,  in  time,  the  moft  cf- 
fedlual  barriers  pofliblc  againft  thofe  fudden  rranfitions  and  reveries 
of  fortune  to  which  the  beil,  the  wifcft,  and  the  moft  exalted  cha- 
ncers arc  daily  and  hourly  liable.     His  Lordfliip  faid,  he  was  for 
adopting  thefe  mcafurcs  which  he  had    propofcd,  becaufe  he  was 
convinced  they  would  have  a  very  great  weight  on  the  minds  of  our 
enemies.   If  they  perceived  that  all  ranks  of  people,  from  the  hfghcft 
to  the  lowcft,  were  bent  on  a  rigid  attention  to  economy,  in  order 
by  their  unanimity  to  raife  a  grand  bulwark  of  defence  againft  the 
common  foe,  his  Lordfliip  thought  it  would  do  more  tp  make  them 
dcfift  from  any  clcfign  they  may  have  entertained  of  attacking  the 
peace  of  this  country  upon  our  own  (hores,  than  any  other  that 
can  be  devifed.     A  great  deal  had  continually  been  faid  of  the  re- 
fources  of  this  country  ;  he  was  happy  to  think  and  to  fay  that  thcfc 
were  really  very  great ;  but  ftill  thefe  rcfourccs  ought  not  to  be  ftated 
too  deeply.     Here  again  the  claims  of  poftcrity  came  forward  with 
great  force  and  energ)',  and  it  behoved  their  Lordfhips  to  take  care 
that  they  did  not  leave   their  poftcrity  beggars,  as  much  as  they 
would  ftrive  to  prevent  them  from  being  flavcs.     The  beft  and  moft 
efficient  refources  might  be  drained  too  far  ;  it  was  moft  prudent  to 
lighten  the  load  of  expenditure  in  good  time,  tliat  the  mifchicf  might 
be  flopped  before  ic  became  too  late.      His  Lordftiip  faid  he  would 
not  wilh  to  trcfpafs  longer  on  the  time  of  the  Houfe ;  he  had  taken 
the  liberty  to  throw  out  a  few  hints  to  their  Lordfliips'  confideration, 
which  he  hoped   might    be  more  conducive  to  the  fervice  of  the 
country,  by  the  abilities  and  exertions  of  tliofe  who  were  more  ade- 
quate to  the  tafK,  which  was  both  arduous  and  highly  important. 
His  Lordftiip  faid,  he  fliouldbc  for  a  Committee  to  take  the  fub- 
jc<S  into  confideration,  but  he  believed  it  would  be  fuch  a  Com- 
mittee as  would  not,  by  any  means,  call  forth  the  fufpicion  or  jea- 
Joufyof  His  Majefty's  Minifters.      His  Lordftiip  then  mentioned 
his  Royal  Highnefs  the  Duke  of  York,  Lord  Amherft,  Lord  Moira, 
Marquis  Townfliend,  and  as  he  did  not  mean  it  to  be  merely  a 
Committee  compofed  of  Members  of  that  Houfe,  he  named  Sir 
William  Howe,  and  two  or  three  others  ;  faying,  it  was  a  Military 
Committee  he  wifiied  to  fee   eftabliflied,  ccnfiftinj  of  nine  or  ten 
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Officers  diftinguiflied  for  the  fuperiority  of  their  talents  in  military 
affairs.  He  had  mentioned  the  matfcr,  in  hopes  His  Majefty's 
Minifte'rs  would  take  it  up,  and  he  fliuuld  wai:  fomc  fliort  time  to 
fee  if  they  did  fo.  If  they  did  not,  he  faid  he  would  cerrainly  take 
up  the  bufinefs,  and  bring  it  regularly  before  the  Houfc  himfelf. 

Lord  GRENVILLE  faid,  that  repugnant  as  it  was  to  hisdif- 
pofition  to  trouble  the  Houfe  with  dv'^tails,  involving  points  which 
could  not  at  this  time  of  day   be  very  new  to  their  Lordfliij^s,  he 
could  not,  w^ith  juft  regard  to  his  fituation  in  that  Houfe,  and  as  a 
Member  of  that  Adminiftratioii  which  had  been  fo   often  and  fo 
pointedly  alluded  to  by  the  noble  Lord  who  madd  the  motion,  give 
a  filent  vote.     He  would,  however,  promifc  the  Houfc  net  tp  de- 
tain them  very  long  ;  for  althr^iigh  the  fpeech  with  which  the  noble 
Lord  had. prefaced  his  motion,  contained  much  to  do  credit  to  the 
abilities  of  the. Mover,  it  had  very  little  in  it,  he  was  furc,  to  en- 
force the  convcrfion  of  the  Houfe.      Not  one  point  of  inip>rtancc 
could  he  obfcrve  in  it  that  had  not  been  repeatedly  difculfcJ,  and  as 
often  decifively  determined  by  a  large  majority  of  their  Lordfliips, 
one  only  excepted  ;  and  as  that  point  was  entirely  new,  he  fclt  it 
to  be  his  duty  to  take  it  up  firft,  and  ( ombat  the  inferences  which 
the  noble  Lord  had  endeavoured  to  draw  iVom  it.      The  Houfe  he 
was  fure  would  run  before  Iiim  in  concluding  that  the  point  he  al- 
luded to  was  the  pre  fen  t  ftate  of  the  fifier  kingdom,  whicli  the  no- 
ble Mover  had  dcfcribed  as  being  ('and  had  called  upon  Mi.ii iters  to 
acknowledge  it)  in  a  fta^e  of  irritation  and  danger.    He  ded.ire<l  that 
he  regretted,  and  he  thought,  that  on  conficicratijn  their  LordiVips 
muft  all  regret,  that  the  fubjeot  was  in^nxluceci  at  all  in  ^hat  Houfe ; 
for  he  was  confident,  that  if  that  irri::iti{^n  or  that  (^inc^T  which 
the  noble  Lord  exprcffed,   did  really  cxilt  in  Ireland,  or  wrts  to  be 
apprehended,  every  true  friend  of  this  ceuntry  mull  decide,  that 
they  fhould  not  be  met  with  public  difculTion  :  for  there  was  nothing 
more  obvious  to  common  fenfe,    notliing  Icfh  deniable  in  h^,  than 
that  public  difcuflion  would  produce  norliing  but  incrcafed  irritation, 
additional  dangers,  and  inconveniences,  incalculable.      The  Houfe, 
therefore,  would  acquit  him  of  negleding  his  duty,  or  abandoning 
the  queftion,  though  he  declined  the  difcuHTion  of  it  at  prefcnt.    O.i 
the  various  points  urged  by  the  noble  Lord  on  that  topic,  he  would 
therefore  now  be  filent,  and  content  himfelf  with  afferting,  and 
pledging  himfelf,  when  rcquifite,  to  prove,  that  whatever  irritation, 
danger  or  convulfion,  might  happen,  if  an/  fuch  fhould  occur,  no 
part  whatfoever  of  it  could  be  attributed  to  His  Majefty's  Minifters 
on  this  fide  of  the  water.     Their  Lordfhips  wotild  fee  that  it  was 
a  matter  of  great  delicacy  to  bring  into  difcuflion  in  that  Houfc  the 
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bufincfs  of  another  country,  and  it  was  with  proportionate  rcluftance 
he  (aid  even  what  he  had.  He  would  therefore  reply  to  the  other 
general  points  on  which  the  noble  Lord. had  founded  his  demand  for 
an  inquiry.  The  grounds  on. which  the  noble  Mover  chiefly  built 
his  arguments  i^xrc  merely  hypothetical  prefumption$  of  the  ill  fuc- 
ccfs  of  the  allies  in  the  war,  and  of  the  difficulty  of  our  lituation  ; 
both  feid  to  be  arifing  from  cither  mifconduftjn  the  adminiflration 
of  affairs,  or  fome  radical  defcft  in  the  fyftem  of  our  Government. 
He  hoped  their  Lordihips  would  not  refufe  him  their  belief,  when 
he  declared  that  he  vyould  be  among  the  laft  itien  in  the  world  to  di- 
miniih  or  extenuate  to  their  view  the  real  ftatcof  the  country :  more 
particularly  if,  as  the  noble  Lord  who  made  the  motion  afferted, 
diat  State  was  marked  with  the  menacing  features  of  danger  and 
ruin.  On  the  contrar\%  if  their  Lordfliips  feemed  to  be  infenfiUe 
to  fuch  a  lituation,  if  it  exifled,  he  would  be  one  of  the  firft  to 
roufe  them  to  a  fenfe  of  i^t,  to  hold  up  the  pidture  in  its  true  point 
of  view,  and  urge  them  to  look  it  full  in  the  face.  Such  as  the 
ftate  of  the  country  was,  he  wiflied  it  to  he  fully  confidered,  and 
amply  difculfed  ;  but  in  that  confideration  and  difcuflion  he  relied 
on  their  Lordfliips*  wifdom  to  avoid  extremes,  and  to  fee  it  in  a  juft  * 
difpaffionate  point  of  view,  and  not  fuffer  aggravated  ftatemcnts, 
groundlefs  prefumptions,  and  unfounded  hypothefeS)  to  warp  their 
judgements,  or  reprefcnt  the  fubjeft  in  a  light  not  warranted  by  real 
faas. 

.  As  to  the  refultof  the  war,  he  ihfifted  that  there  was  not  even 
prima  facie  prefumption  of  its  being  unfuccefsful  or  ruinous  on  the 
part  of  Great  -Britain — he  relied  upon  it,  on  the  contrary,  that 
it  was  fuccefsful  and  profpcrous ;  and  that  dated  as  relating  to 
England  only  againft  France,  all  the  ill  fuccefs  was  on  the  part  of 
the  enemy. — |  A  cry  of  hear!  hear!]  "  Noble  Lords."  conti- 
nued Lord  Grcnville,  "  wha  chufe  to  refufe  their  aflent  to  this 
**  pofition,  may  do  fo  at  a  proper  time,  and  deny  or  aigue  it 
"  away ;  -but  fhcy  will  do  it  with  more  advantage  to  themfelves, 
"  and  mere  jullice  to  me,  to  hear  rty  aigument  before  they  at- 
**  tempt  to  controvert  it."  He  then  repeated  his  alfertion,  that 
the  war,  as  between  England  and  the  Enemy,  was  certainly  fuc-^ 
cefsful,  and  called  upon  the  Houfe,  in  deciding  upon  that  point,  to 
look  to  thofe  parts  of  it  which  immediately  applied  to  England  in-  . 
dividually— to  look  to  the  naval  war — to  look  to  the  war  as 
carried  on  in  the  Colonies.  Were  any  of  our  ports,  he  demand- 
ed, blocked  up?  or  was  our  commerce  de(hoyed?  Could  that  be 
laid  to  be  the  cafe  with  France  ?  were  none  of  her  ports  blocked 
by  our  fleets  ?  was  her  commerce  not  dcftroycd  ?    In  the  Medi- 
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tcnranean,  was  it  our  fleet  or  that  of  the  enemy  that  rode  trium- 
phant ?  was  not  our  naval  fuperiority  in  that  quarter  undifputcd, 
and  were  not  the  corifcqucnccs  adequate  to  that  fupcriorit}'  r   did 
not  Toulon  yield  to  the  impofing  force  of  our  ^j-ms  ?  and  though 
wc  could  not  retain  it,  did  not  the  taking  of  it  give  an  irrecoverable 
crufli  to  the  navy  of  France,  and  enable  us  to  deftroy  the  cMcf 
arfenal  of  the  enemv  ?  was  not  the  Bnti(h  fleet  even  now  ridinz 
at  the  mouth  of  Toulon  infulting  that  port,  and   inrcrcepiing  its 
^commerce,  and  did  the  French  dare  to  come  out  or  hazard  an  en- 
gagement to  favc  that  commerce  ?  The  anfwers  to  thofe  queftions 
were  obvious,  and  were  conclufivc  in  point  to  his  alfertion.      In 
the  Channel,  continued   Lord  Grenville,  the   fupcriqrity   of  our 
fleet  to  that  of  tiie  enemy  1»  acknowledged — of  that  their  Lord- 
(hips  had  proofs,  fortunately  of  fo  cogent  and  irrefiflible  a  kind, 
as  were  not  to  be  encountered  by  cither  alTertion  or  argument — thev 
had  the  internal  evidences  of  their  own  rccolleflion — for  furcly  the 
memory  of  the  glorious  adlion  of  the  firft  of  June  was  not  yet  lb 
far  obliterated,  nor  had  the  imprcflions  it  had  made  en  every  pa- 
triotic bofom  in  that  Houfe,  fo  faded  away,  as  to  leave  their  Lord- 
Ihips  fufceptiblc  of  a  contrary  rmprcflion,  even  from  the  refpcc^ablc 
authority  of  the  noble  mover's  affertions.  "  He  was  aware  that 
every  puifne  advantage  had  been  taken  of  die  occafional  returns  of 
Lord  Howe  into  port,  as  well  by  noble  Lords  in  argument,  as  by 
the  enemy  in  fullics  from  their  ports — but  he  would  put  it  to.  the 
candour  of  the  Houfe,    whether  any  pofliblc  fuperiority  that  one 
great  naval  power  might  be  fuppofed  to  have  over  another  great  na- 
val power  (for  France  had  always  a  very  confuicrablc  navy),   could 
enable  that  fuperior  power  to  keep  the  fca  continually,  without  any 
interval  for  repair,  any  opportunity  for  recruiting  or  getting  rcfrcih- 
mcnt.      It  was  only  on   the   return  of  our   fleet  to  port  that  the 
French  fleet  would  venture   to  fca,  one  occafion  only  excepted — 
when  having  a  convoy  returning  to   France,  on  which   the  ver)' 
phyflcal  exiftcnce  of  the  people  and  their  army  depended,  they  found 
it  expedient  to  hazard  an  engagement  rather  than  lofe  the  convoy — 
and  the  refult  then  was  fuch  as  might  be  expelled — the  convoy  was 
faved  ;  but  the  fleet,  and  in  it  the  whole  navy  of  France;  paid  the 
price  of  the  convoy  ;  encircled  the  brows  of  the  Britilh  navy  with 
frefli  laurels,  and  bore  tcftimony,  never  to  be  controverted,   to  the 
truth  of  his  pofirion,  that  the  war  on  our  part  individually  had  been 
fuccefsful.      He  need  hardly  add,  as  it  was  too  well  known  to  be 
denied  or  doubted,  that  our  fuperiority  in   the  Ea ft  and  Weft  In-- 
dies  was  no  lefis  decided. 

Having  difcufTed  the  pcint  of  ournaval  fuperiority,  Lord  Gren- 
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villc  proceeded  to  the  next  topic — our  commerce,  on  the  fufFcrings 
of  which  the  noble  Lord,  he  obfcrved,  had  laid  great  ftrcfs.  He 
confeffed  that  our  loflcs  in  that  way  were  confiderable  ;  faid  he  re- 
gretted it  as  much  as  any  one,  though  it  muft  be  matter  of  deep 
regret  to  all — ^but  ftill  he  contended,  great  allowance  ftiould  be 
made  for  the  fituation  in  which  we  flood  with  France,  who,  in  point 
of  fad,  had  no  commerce  to  lofe.  Her  views  in  the  war  were  in 
that  rcfpc6l  different  from  ours.  The  little  commerce  (he  poffeflfed 
was  abandoned  by  her,  while  we  were  obliged  to  fend  large  fqua- 
drons  and  fleets  to  protieS  our  convoys  and  cover  our  trade,  fcattcred 
as  it  was  over  the  whole  face  of  the  dobe.  It  was  no  wonder  that 
our  commerce  fhould  fufFer  trom  a  whole  Navv  which  had  nothino; 
to  defend,  and  of  courfc  nothing  to  diftraft  its  attention  from  depre- 
dation and  pillage;  but  was.it  not  an  undeniable  fad^,  that  when 
compelled  to  run  for  (helter  into  one  of  their  ports  not  fitted  for  tlieir 
reception,  they  were  blocked  up  there,  and  chofe  rather  to  run  the 
hazard  of  bad  harbours  and  other  mifcliicfs,  than  rifk  the  encoun- 
tering of  a  fquadron  of  fliips  ?  In  the  Eaft  Indies,  his  Lordftiip 
dated,  we  had  made  ourfclves  mafters  of  all  their  poffeflions  without 
exception  ;  and  in  the  Weft  Indies  there  was  but  one  ifland  the 
French  could  call  theirs :  but  he  had  not  yet  heard  it  afferted  by 
the  boldeft  vaunters  of  French  fucceffes  that  we  had  loft  an  ifland — 
that  we  had  a  port  blocked  up ;  or  that  our  fleets  were  in  any  in- 
ftance  conftrained  to  flculk  from  the  enemy.  - 

On  the  Continent,  he  admitted,  the  French  had  been  greatly 
fuccefsful ;  but  that  ver)'  circumftance  was  an  argument  that  cut  in 
favour  of  the  dodtrinc  held  by  adminiftration,  of  the  neceflity  of  our 
interference,  without  whi(;h,  and  our  aid,  it  amounted  to  a  cer- 
tainty, that  that  inundation  of  armed  furies  would  have  over-run 
all  Europe,  and  turned  the  fcalc  flill  mote  againft  the  interefts  of 
Great  Britain,  as  well  as  of  all  the  civilized  world.  What  the 
event  in  that  cafe  would  have  been,  it  was  impofllble  to  tell  dtf- 
tinctly— it  muft  have  been  undoubted  ruin;  but  to  what  extent 
who  could  afcertain  ?  Their  Lordihips  would  obferve,  that  the  fyf- 
tem  of  warfare  on  which  we  adted,  was  that  of  diftra<fting,  as  much 
as  poflible,  the  attention  of  the  enemy,  and  thereby  inducing  her  to 
divide  her  forces.  This  fyftem  was  founded  on  common  fcnfc,  and 
experience  came  in  aid  of  comnu>n  fenfe,  to  direct  that  diverfion  as 
the  beft  mode  of  operation  that  could  in  their  cirumftances  be  pur- 
fucd  by  the  Britifli  forces. — The  next  point  to  whith  his  Lordftiip 
adverted,  was  the  allegation  of  the  noble  Peer  who  made  the  motion,- 
that  Minifters  fliould  have  taken  the  alternative  of  two  diftindl  ob- 
je£b,  and  made  one  or  other  the  jut  of  the  war.     To  encounter 
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this,  he  would  only  remind  the  Houfe,  how  repeatedly  it  had  been 
decided  on  full  difcuflion  and  ample  deliberation,  that  this  was  a 
war  of  aggrelTion  againft  us.  Unlefs  their  Lordfhips  then  would 
depart  from  their  own  former  manifold  decifions,  this  was  conclu- 
five.  What  became  of  the  noble  mover's  arguments  on  that  point  ? 
— i*In  determining  with  refpe*S"to  a  war  fo  commenced  we  had  no 
option  in  the  choice  of  the  objedl.  Nothing  could  be  our  objed 
but  a  fecurc,  honourable,  and  permanent  peace  ;  and  if  this  Houfe 
encouraged  m'ctaphyfical  arguments  on  hypothetical  pofitions  refped- 
ing  it,  the  attainment  of  that  obje<ft  would  only  be  procraftinatcd, 
and  rendered  more  difficult.— As  to  the  charge  againft  Miniftcrs  of 
mifcondud  to  neutral  nations,  it  was  a  fu'  je6t  delicate  and  difficult 
to  difcufs.  He!  could,  with  all  the  boldnefs  appropriate  to  truth, 
affert,  that  the  conduct  of  Miniftcrs  to  thofe  natiofis  was  uniform 
and  confiftent— -in  a  war  which  from  its  nature  and  origin  intimate- 
ly afFe<9ed  all  Governments,  it  was  natur^  to  endeavour  to  pre- 
vail on  all  nations  to  embark  with  them— it  was  their  duty,  when 
nations  profelfed  neutrality,  to  fee  that  that  neuti^lity  was  real, 
and  not  partial  nor  delufive,  and  to  compel  them  to  adl  lipon  the 
true  fpirit  and  principles  of  neutrality  as  laid  down  by  th^  laws  of 
nations.  If,  however,  the  noble  Lord  had  taken  the  pains  to  in- 
form himfelf  fully  on  the  fubjedt,  he  would  have  found  that  there 
never  happened  a  naval  war  without  difcuflions  of  an  ernbarrafTing 
nature,  with  all  the  maritime  nations,  on  the  fubjcS  of  neutrality. 
As  to  the  cohceffions  aflerted  by  the  noble  Lord  to  have  been  made 
to  America,  he  could  hardly,  with  propriety,  fpeak  of  a  treaty, 
which,  though  figned,  was  not  yet  ratified.  When  that  was  done, 
he  undertook  for  liimfelf  and  colleagues,  to  fliew  that  it  wa3  fraught 
with  mutual  honour  and  advantage  to  both  countries,  and  he  de- 
clared, that  he  (hould  always  confider  the  conduA  of  the  gentlemen, 
who  carried  on  the  negociation  on  the  part  of  America,  as  highly 
honourable  to  them,  marked  as  it  was  by  temper,  moderation,  and 
good  fenfc. 

Lord  Grcnville  then  entered  into  a  vindication  of  the  meafures 
of  adminiftration  touching  our  alliances  ;  and  particularly  alluded 
to  a  fncer  of  the  noble  Lord's,  at  an  exprcflion  of  an  honourable 
firiend  of  bis  in  another  Houfe.  The  noble  Lord  had  faid,  the 
Emprefe  6f  Ruflia,  one  of  our  allies,  carried  on  a  negative  war  for 
us.  .Without  making  any  remark  on  the  farcafm  intended,  he 
would  obferve  to  the  Houfe,  that  the  Emprefs  of  Ruffia  ferved  the 
confederacy  very  effedlually :  (he  had  (hut  her  ports  againft  the 
French,  and  thereby  done  them  moft  material  injury.  If  this  al- 
liance had  been  omitted  on  our  partj  and  the  French  by  that  omif- 
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fion  had  been  permitted  to  avail  themfelves  of  the  vaft  refources 
for  their  navy  and  army  to  be  drawn  from  the  Rufllan  empire,  the 
noble  Lord  wlio  made  the  motion  would  probably  be  the  very  perfun 
who  would  declaim  againft  the  negled  of  MinillerSy  and  move  for  an 
enquiry  into  their  condu(5l.  His  Lord(hip  intimated  that  we  might 
perhaps  foon  derive  a  more  fubftantial  aid  from  the  a^ve  co-opera« 
don  of  the  Emprefs  in  the  war. 

As  to  our  finances.  Lord  GrcnTilIe  declared,  that  when  the 
noble  mover  entertained  the  Houfe  with  a  defcription  of  the  ex- 
haufted  Aate  of  thofe  of  Great  Britain,  he  could  hardly  help  be- 
lieving that  the  noble  Lord  was  talking  of  thofe  of  France.— He 
then  drew  a  very,  favourable  pidlure  of  the  refources  of  Great  Bri- 
tain, and  compared  them  with  thofe  of  France,  which  he  def* 
cribed  as  at  the  lad  ftage  of  ruin :  aflignats  being  now  at  80  per 
cent  difcount ;  fo  that  for  every  20I.  they  expended,  they  adually 
paid  lool.  and  thus  the  depreciation  of  aflTignats  creating  a  greater 
neccfiary  expenditure,  and  the  increafe  of  expenditure  producing  a 
greater  depreciation  in  the  value  of  aiTignats,  a£Ung,  and  re-a£ling 
as  mutual  caufe  and  tffeA  upon  each  other,  they  were  bringing  their 
refources  with  daily  accelerated  rapidity  to  diflblution  ;  while  the 
commerce  of  Great  Britain,  greater  than  it  ever  was  at  an  period 
of  peace  (two  years  only  excepted)  gave  new  vigour  to  our  refources, 
•and  was  an  inekhauAible  fund  for  the  fupport  of  any  war  neceflary 
Sot  the  honour  and  fecurity  of  Great  Britain.  His  Lordthip  con^ 
duded  with  declaring,  that  he  would  vote  againft  the  motion. 

The  Marquis  of  LANSDOWNE  faid,  that  for  fome  years 
paft  the  energy  of  Parliament  appeared  to  have  been  greatly  on.  the 
decline.  Until  the  year  1 7  2 1 ,  there  was  no  inftancc  of  Minifters 
refufing  copies  of  the  inftrudtions  given  to  Commanders,  or  an  ac- 
count of  the  difpofition  of  forces,  if  called  for  by  either  Houfe  of 
Parliament.  Would  their  Lordfhips  now  (hew  that  they  confider- 
ed  themfelves  as  fent  thither  to  pafs  turnpike  bills,  or  to  vote  away 
the  public  money,  as  Minifters  diredled,  without  ever  prefuming 
to  inquire  into  the  application  of  that  money  ?  Such  was  now  the 
decay  of  the  tnergf  of  Parliament,  that  he  feared  it  could  never  be 
recovered,  but  by  fome  great  and  important  renovation  in  the  com- 
polition  of  it,  a  renovation  which  he  fincercly  wi(hed  they  might 
not  have  forced  upon  them  in  times  of  trouble  and  combuftion. 
The  noble  Ix>rd  who  made  the  motion,  opened  it  fo  largely,  and 
ifi  fuch  a  way,  as  to  give  every  one  of  their  Lordfliips  an  opportu- 
iHty  of  voting  for  the  Committee,  although  they  migh(  differ  from 
the  mover,  as  to  the  particular  grounds  of  their  vote.  The  noble 
Seopetary  of  State  had  allowed,  that  many  of  the  poinu  were  fit 
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fubjcAs  of  dircuflioDi  more  efpecially  the  probability  of  fuccefs  in 
coixtinuing  the  war.  Laft  year,  accordtng  to  the  noble^  Sccrctaiy's 
then  aiguments,  the  war  was  ail  a  oxuinental  war.  The  noble 
fccretaiy  now  told  their  L<»rd(hip9,  that  it  was  particularly,  and  al- 
moft  entirely,  an  Englifh  war.  This  was  a  diftin£tion  with  rcfpe£l 
to  which  it  was  important  for  their  Lord(hips  to  inform  themfdves, 
which  they  could  not  do  if  they  rcjeded  enquiry.  Our  allies  ap- 
peared to  be  allies  only  for  the  purpofe  of  taking  our  money.  The 
King  of  PruflTia  a^ed  only  widi  a  view  to  his  own  interefts,  as  it 
was  very  natural  to  fuppofc  he  would  aA.  The  army  of  Auftria, 
even  by  Auitrian  accounts,  was  exhaufted,  famifhed,  in  want  of 
every  thing,  and  incapable  of  a£ting,  but  tn  as  far  as  we  (hould 
pay.  The  noble  Secretary  at  length  faw  hopes  of  more^fubftan- 
tial  aid  from  Ruflia  than  prayers  and  manife^oes.  Whence  thofe 
hopes  originated  he  could  not  tell ;  but  it  was  not  wonderful  that 
Ruflia  (hould  begin  to  think  of  forming  more  intimate  connexions 
when  (he  faw  herfelf  threatened  with  an  alliance  of  all  Europe  againft 
her  to  oppofe  the  exorbitant  growth  of  her  power.  The  liberty  of 
Europe  depended  upon  the  independence  of  Germany.  It  had  al- 
ways been  the  ancient  policy  of  France,  to  maintain  that  indepen- 
dence by  fupporting  the  weaker  States  againft  the  (Irong.  What 
was  now  die  fituation  of  Germany,  furrounded  as  it  was,  and 
hemmed  in  on  all  fides,  by  the  great  powers  of  France,  Auftria, 
RufTia,  and  Pruflia  ?  France  was  (Ull  difpofed  to  afllft  in  defend^ 
ing  the  independence  of  Germany  ;  and  it  was  an  argument  fitter 
for  potters  than  men  fitting  in  a  Cabinet,  to  maintain  that  this 
difpofition  in  France  was  to  be  checked  and  countera£led,  on  ac- 
count of  the  objeAions  we  might  have  to  her  internal  government. 
Was  it  wife,  was  it  the  condu£t  of  (latefmen  to  endeavour  to  make 
France  enter  into  tlie  fpirit  of  partition,  and  purchafe  the  tacit  aiient 
of  other  powers  to  making  conqueftis,  by  conniving  at  theirs  ?  Fruf- 
fia  being  a  (late  whofe  power  depended  on  artificial  means,  it  was 
to  be  expefied,  and  perhaps  to  be  jufiified,  that  he  upon  all  occa- 
(tons  (hould  think  only  of  his  own  particular  interdls ;  that  be 
(hould  avail  himfelf  of  our  money  in  purfuing  thofe  inteiefts,  if 
we  would  infill  upon  cramming  it  down  his  throat.  Auftria  had 
the  opportunity  of  negotiating  with  France  with  us  in  her  pocket. 
She  could  (ay  to  France,  ^'  England  is  fo  bent  upon  the  profecu* 
tion  of  the  war,  that  from  England  I  can  when  I  plesife  luve  znj^ 
own  terms.  What  have  you  to  ofier  as  an  equivalent  for  my  re- 
nouncing the  connetflion  with  England  V*  ThuS|,  for  ouT'dlies,  we 
were  to  take  the  leavings  of  every  other  power,  or  to  be  left  to 
contend  againft  the  coloSiL  power  of  France  ^one. — Mud)  ibrc& 
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had  been  laid  upon  our  fuccefs  in  the  naval  part  of  the  ymr,  the 
protedion  afforded  to,  and  the  increafe  of,  our  trtde.  The  fiiir  cri- 
terion of  this  fuccefs  and  this  protedKon  was,  as  the  noble  Lord  who 
made  the  motion  had  flated,  the  rate  of  infurance.  It  was  a  ia£t 
not  attempted  to  be  controverted,  that  fo  much  had  the  credit  of 
private  underwriters  been  afFefled  by  loiTes,  that  merchants  prefer- 
red giving  ten  per  cent,  to  infurance  companies,  to  giving  fevcn  to 
individual  underwriters.  It  was  a  ia6l  that  twenty-five  guineas 
premium  had  been  refufcd  for  a  voyage  to  Jamaica.  For  near  eight 
months  our  trade  to  Bilboa,  a  trade  doubly  valuable,  bccaufe  it 
took  off  our  cloth,  and  returned  us  wool,  had  been  totally  at  a 
ftand.  Were  thcfe  fubfhntial  proofs  of  the  fuccciTes  of  our  navy  ? 
Look  at  the  North  feas  ;  on  Saturday  laft  the  merchants  had  been 
more  than  feventy  days  without  returns  of  correfpondence,  which, 
under  other  circumAances,  might  have  been  received  in  eight; 
from  which  there  was  every  reafon  to  infer  that  the  packet  had  been 
captured.  In  the  Wcfl  Indies,  Martinique,  Guadaloupe,  St.  Lu- 
cia, had  been  taken  by  the  ability  and  zeal  of  two  gallant  officers, 
over  whofe  merit  it  was  now  thought  proper  to  draw  a  veil,  as  if 
they  had  performed  no  fervices  at  all,  becaufe  what  they  had  had 
the  zeal  and  abilities  to  take,  Mintftcrs  had  not  the  fkill  to  defend. 
Of  thcfe  Martinico  only  remained.  In  St.  Domingo  we  could  not 
pretend  to  fay  that  we  had  made  any  permanent  conqueft ;  the  rem- 
nant of  the  few  troops  we  had  fent  thither  were  moft  probably  befiore 
this  time  withdrawn.  For  the  whole  of  the  Weft  Indies  20,000 
men  would  be  required,  and  at  prefent  we  had  not  6,ooo.  Wc 
were  now  talking  about  fending  out  iniantry  and  cavalry  ;  when 
they  might  be  fent  he  did  not  know  ;  at  the  earlieft  they  muft  fail 
in  April,  and  arrive  at  the  places  of  their  dcftination  at  a  feafon 
when  they  muft  fall  facrifices  to  the  climate,  as  thoTe  who  had  gone 
before  them  had  fallen.  If  their  Lordftiips  Ihould  think  to  go  into 
the  inquiry,  they  would  find  that  fuch  only  of  our  nnanu(a£lures  had 
fiouriflied  as  were  called  for  by  the  war,  and  paid  for  with  our  own 
money,  while  all  that  ufed  to  be  taken  off  by  foreign  trade  were 
either  totally  at  a  ftand  or  lamentably  declined.  As  our  ftill  re- 
maining manufadlures  were  fupported  only  by  the  war,  fo  was 
much  of  our  ftill  remaining  commerce.  This  country,  in  confe- 
quence  of  the  peculiar  circumftances  of  the  war,  had  become  in  a 
great  degree  the  depot  of  commercial  property,  which,  on  the  refto- 
ration  of  peace,  would  quickly  flow  back  to  its  former  channels. 
The  taxes  of  the  year  were  proofe  of  the  difficulties  to  which  we 
were  reduced.  The  taxes  on  wine,  on  tea,  on  fpirits,  could  only 
be  pzodudive  until  the  revival  of  fmuggUngi  which  experience  had 
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flicwn  increafc  of  taxes  on  thofe  articles  beyond  a  certain  amount 
muft  always  produce.  But  it  fcemed  Miniftcrs  had  new  projafts 
for  carrying  on  the  war.  They  were  to  invade  France,  not  to 
^!0-operate  with  the.  Royalifts  in  La  Vendee,  for  they  were  no  more; 
but  to  aid  the  Chouans  in  Brittaiiy.  He  muft  cry  (hamc  upon  fudi 
a  projeft,  whoever  entertained  it.  Who  did  not  know  that  Brit- 
tany was  the  Wales  of  France  ?   Much  better  would  it  be  to  nc- 

m 

gotiate  with  France  for  the  reftoration  of  the  emigrants  ;  of  if  that 
could  not  be,  to  give  them  half  a  million  or  a  million  of  money,  as 
w^  had  given  to  the  American  loyalifts ;  not  as  rivals  to  France, 
but  as  men  to  men.  The  condudof  Minifters  with  refpeS  to  Ire- 
land, was  fuch  as  to  invite  an  attack  upon  it ;  and  then  they  told 
their  Lordfhips  that  the  affairs  of  Ireland  were  too  delicate  to  be  en* 
quired  into.  If  he  faw  rcafon  to  apprehend  a  civil  war ;  if  he  law 
troops  tranfporting  from  place  to  place,  and  regiments  changed  for 
other  regiments  that  were  thought  more  to  be  depended  upon  to  en- 
force the  meafures  of  gpvemmcnt ;  was  he  not  to  enquire  what  were 
thofe  meafures,  and  what  the  condudt  or  mifcondu6l  which  had 
produced  a  (late  of  things  fo  alarming  ?  If  there  were  any  pfcopic 
nJore  to  be  led  and  lefs  to  be  driven  than  another,  it  was  the  people 
of  Ireland.  He  was  old  enough  to  have  oppofed  the  firft  mcrfures 
which  led  to  the  fatal  neceffity  of  force  in  America.  Neither  for 
England  nor  for  Ireland  was  the  fyftem  of  force  better  calculated 
than  for  America.  That  great  minifter,  Sir  Robert  Walpolc— 
a  great  minifter  he  was,  and  although  educated  with  many  preju- 
dices againft  him,  ever  fince  he  had  examined  his  chara6tcr  more 
particularly,  he  believed  an  honeft  minifter— prefcribed  open,  pa- 
cific, conciliating  meafures  for  Ireland,  but  never  foldiers.  He 
ihould  not  have  flcpt  if  he  had  omitted  calling  their  Lordfhips'  at- 
tention particularly  to  this  moft  important  fubjefl .  Of  all  the  mif- 
fortunes  of  this  fuccefsful  war,  as  they  were  pleafed  to  call  it,  the 
greateft  perhaps  was,  that  minifters  always  misjudged  the  charatScr 
of  the  people  ^iih  whom  they  had  to  deal.  They  had  misjudged 
the  chara(^er  of  the  people  of  America,  and  imagined  that  they 
were  to  be  bulUed  into  fubmiffion  by  injury  and  infult.  The  peo- 
ple of  America  were  wife  enough  to  fee  our  folly,  and  moderate 
enough  not  to  be  fo  ready  to  take  offence  as  we  were  to  offer  it. 
They  knew  ^hat  moderation  and  firmncfs  muft  obtain  the  advan- 
tage over  inconfidcratc  folly,  and  they  were  not  deceived.  He 
hoped  the  people  of  Ireland  would  imitate  the  example  of  the  peo- 
ple of  America,  and  not  fuffer  themfelves  to  be  irritated  ;  convinced 
^hat  the  peeviftincfs,  paflion,  or  prejudice  of  Miniftry,  muft  yield 
in  the  end  to  the  temperate  and  united  wifhes  of  a  nation.     The 
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CadwUcs  of  Ireland  had  fhewn  great  wifdom  on  many  former  oc- 
icafions ;  and  havingi  in  part,  reaped  the  fruits  of  it,  they  would 
not,  he  trufted,  fufFer  it  to  forfakc  them  on  the  prcfcnt  tr}'ing  oc- 
icafion.  Minifters  had  misjudged  the  charader  of  the  people  of 
France,  and  every  plan  founded  ^n  their  conception  of  that  charae- 
tCT  had  failed  ; — they  had  misjudged  the  eharadtcr  of  the  people  of 
Holland  ;  forced  them  into  a  war  againft  their  inclination — ^and 
Holland  was  loft.  He  much  feared  they  were  now  likely  to  roif- 
Judge  the  chara£lcr  of  the  people  of  this  country. 

The  fpcech  of  Boilfy  d'Anghy,  as  far  as  it  could  be  confidered 
as  indicating  the  difpofition  cf  France,  invited  to  negociation. 
^^  Some  cruel  and  crafty  politicians,"  it  faid,  "  would  perfuade 
the  nations  of  Europe,  that  we  alone  are  infenfible  to  the  cries  of 
fuffcring  humanity  ;  that  we  alone  thirft  for  their  blood  ;  that  no 
peace  with  us  can  be  fafc  or  honourable  ;  that  the  continuation  of 
the  war  is  advantageous  to  them ;  and,  finally,  this  abfurd  con- 
tradiifiion,  that  on  the  one  hand,  our  pride  and  our  ambition  are 
too  formidable  for  us  to  be  treated  with,  and,  on  the  other,  that 
our  efibrts  have  too  much  exhaufted  us,  not  to  afford  them  hopes 
.of  certain  fuccefs,  by  continuing  the  conteft. — We  ought  to  con- 
vince all  virtuous  men,  that  we  deteft  war,  without  fearing  it ;  that 
ive  are  always  ready  to  put  a  ftop  to  its  harrors,  when  a  peace  (hall 
be  ofl^red  to  us,  confiftent  with  our  dignity,  and  capable  of  guar^^n- 
teeing  our  fafcty.  We  ought,  at  the  fame  time,  to  advertife  to  the 
people  of  all  iiations,  that  ready  to  negotiate  with  fninknefs,  wc 
will  not  fufl^r  our  arms  to  be  paralyzed,  or  our  triumphs  to  be 
foipended,  by  negociations  falfe  or  futile."  He  would  not  trouMc 
their  Lordftiips  with  reading  more  of  this  fpeech,  which  had  Lccn 
adopted  by  the  Convention  as  their  manifcfto.  It  was  incumbent 
on  Minifters  to  anfwer  this  manifcfto.  Another  circumftancc 
worthy  of  notice  was,  that  the  Abbe  Sycycs  having  fpokcn  in  the 
Convention  againft  the  war,  was  immediately  elei^ed  into  the 
Committee  of  Public  Safety.  Syeyes,  although'  not  a  diplomatic 
man,  was  a  man  of  great  charadcr  for  abilities,  and  his  councils 
were  fuppofed  to  have  a  great  influence  on  the  various  events  of  the 
revolution  ;  and  this  report,  if  true,  was  no  inconfiderable  matter 
pre\'bu$  to  the  opening  of  a  campaign,  the  iftue  of  which  could  not 
be  good,  and  the  evil  of  which  no  man  could  calculate.  It  re- 
mained to  be  feen  when  fo  many  grounds  for  enquiry  unfortunately 
exifted,  whether  Minifters  would  make  a  new  precedent,  and  re- 
fbfe  granting  inquiry,  for  no  reafon,  but  becaufc  inquiry  was  ne- 
pcflary. 
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Lord  <3REN VILLE  faid,  in  cxi^anation,  Aat  he  had  not  Ifc. 
parated  the  intered  of  this  country  in  the  war  from  thcintcreft  of 
the  powers  on  the  Continent. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  faid,  that  having  formerly  bnx^t 
forward  a  motion  of  inquiry,  he  felt  hamfelf  called  upon  to  ftatc 
his  reafons  for  oppoHng  a  (imilar  motion  now.  The  war  refpe^^mg 
which  he  moved  tu  inquire  was  founded  on  principles  radically  wrong. 
Thc.prcfent  war  was  founded  on  principles  perfedily  right,  en  the 
prptc6lion  of  property,  on  the  cxiftencc  of  civil  fociety ;  it  was  in 
fz&  a  defenfive  war.  Into  theconduft  of  the  war  an  inquiry  mig^t 
take  place  at  the  proper  time.  When  that  time  came  it  would  be 
found  tliat  the  condu£t  of  a  noble  Lord,  lately  at  the  head  of  the 
Admiralty,  far  from  defcrvlng  the  blame  imputed  to  him,  had  been 
meritorious.  He  could  not,  however,  agree  that  the  war  had  been 
fortunate ;  or  that  it  was  now  fortunate  with  refpe6^  to  our  naval 
exertions  and  the  colonies.  It  had  ever  been  his  opinion,  that  the 
lefs  we  had  to  do  with  Continental  connc^ons  the  better.  Expe* 
jience,  however,  had  proved,  tliat  the  exigence  of  Holland  as  a 
friend  was  effentiai  to  the  intereli^  of  this  country.  At  the  end  bf 
laft  war,  an  able  Minifter  fe^t  to  the  Hague  had  brought  back  Hoi 
land  to  the  right  line  of  politics«  While  Holland  was  our  friend 
we  could  turn  all  our  attention  to  the  Weftward,  When  Holland 
was  our  enemy  it  was  extremely  difficult  to  pmvide  fufficiently  for 
defence  to  the  Eaftward,  and  colleA  fuffi«ient  force  at  the  fame  time 
for  the  neceffarj'  operations  to  the  Wcftward.  This  difficulty  a  late 
noble  relation  of  liis  (Lord  Keppel)  had  felt,  and  defcrved  great 
praife  for  overcoming  v,iicn  a  fleet  was  to  be  fcnt  to  the  relief  of 
Gibraltar.  Carrying  our  interference  in  the  affiiirs  of  the  Conti- 
rtent  farther  than  was  ncccffary  for  the  fccurity  of  Holland,  and 
taiing  up  the  affairs  of  all  Germany,  he  did  not  approve.  He 
had  oppofed  the  motions  for  peace  made  at  difierent  times  in  that 
Houfc ;  but  he  would  not  have  oppofed  a  diftindt  motion  againft 
the  coQne<Sions  we  had  entered  into  for  carrying  on  the  war.  Auftria 
had  adlually  abandoned  us  in  the  middle  of  the  campaign  ;  and  the 
.AuArian  army  would  not  delay  its  retreat  a  lingle  day  to  enable  us 
to  fave  our  (lores.  If  the  war  had  been  a  naval  war,  we  (hould 
have  flood  upon  high  ground,  and  poiTeiled  great  influence  with 
every  power  in  Europe.  It  might  be  faid,  that  our  interference  on 
the  Continent  had  not  impeded  our  naval  exertions ;  but  this  could 
not  be  {ii;\&\y  ^rue.  Our  attention  had  been  diflradled,  and  the 
immenfe  tranfport  fcrvjc^  alone  {iad  employed  a  great  number  of  our 
feamen  which  might  otherwife  have  manned  (hips  of  war.  .  The 
objcd  was  now  the  defence  of  Greaj  Britain^  which  was  to  be  fc- 


A.  1795,  DEBATES.     .  335 

cured  hf  augmenting  our  navy,  not  by  giving  immenfe  loans  to  Au- 
firia.  The  inclination  of  the  French  to  make  peace  mud  appear  in 
a  lefs  queftionable  (hape  than  that  of  fpceches,  before  any  reliance 
could  be  placed  upon  it.  Much  of  the  language  held  in  that  Houfc, 
fcrvcd  only  tp  dhcourage  them  to  pcrfevcre  in  the  war.  Had  they 
yet  made  any  overtures  of  peace,  or  was  it  fafe  to  make  peace  with 
them  while  they  were  in  poflfeGion  of  the  NetherlarKls  and  of  Hol- 
land ?  As  the  inquiiy  could  fcrve  only  to  embarrafs  the  Executive 
Govemmenty  at  a  time  when  the  moft  free  and  unembarraflcd  ex-r. 
crtion  was  neccifary,  he  could  not  agree  to  it. 

The  Duke  of  BEDFORD  faid,  that  if  their  Lordfliips  (houM 
negative  the  motion,  they  would  be  viewed  by  all  Europe  in  a  light 
in  which  the  moft  factious  reviler  of  the  Conftitution  would  not  daie 
to  reprefent  them.     If  there  had  not  been  error  in  the  principles 
upon  which  the  war  was  gone  into,  there  muft  have  been  want  of 
ability  in  the  mode  of  conducting  it.     It  was  the  duty  of  that  Houfe 
to  difcover  the  fource  of  fo  many  mifcaniages,  to  teach  Minifters 
to  zA  better  if  they  had  been  in  error,  or  if  they  were  wilfully  per* 
veirfe  and  incapable,  to  addrefs  His  Majefly  for  their  removal.     He 
remarked  on  the  condu6k  of  our  allies,  and  the  conduct  of  Minifters 
towards  neutntl  powers.     They  claimed  great  merit  for  the  manner 
in  which  they  had  n^ociated  widi  America,  although  all  they  feemed 
entitled  to  was,  that  having  found  the  attempt  to  bully  America  to 
be  fruitlefs,  they  had  not  been  quite  fo  abfurd  as  to  perfevere  in  it. 
If  we  had  been  as  fuccefsful  in  the  Mediterranean,  if  we  had  de« 
flroyed  the  naval  force  of  the  enemy  to  fuch  a  degree  as  they  repre- 
fented,  whence  aroTe  the  unprecedented  high  price  of  infurance  ?  If 
we  had  taken  the  French  colonies  in  the  Weft  Indies,  why  were  we 
not  able  to  keep  them  r  On  all  thcfe  points,  or  on  the  negle<£l  of  the 
troops  with  refpeA  to  medical  affiftance,  all  furely  very  fit  objedta 
for  their  Lordlhips'  enquiry,  the  noble  Secretary  of  State  anfwered 
nothing.     He  attempted  only  to  prove,  that  if  things  with  us.  were 
bad,  things  with  the  French  were  worfe.     It  had  been  admitted, 
however,  that  France  ?ras  beginning  to  correal  her  errors.    Would 
to  God  England  would  do  fo  too.     When  the  noble  Secretary  faid 
that  his  noble  friend  who  had  made  the  motion  had  adduced  but  one 
new  argument,  that  every  other  topic  of  hia  fpeech  had  been  difcuf- 
fed  over  and  over  again,  he  expelled  that  the  noble  Secretary  would 
have  paiTed  by  the  matter  fo  repeatedly  difcuffed,  and  anfwered  very 
fully  that  which  was  new.-— How  much  was  he  difappointed  to  bear 
the  noble  Secretary  pafs  by  that  which  he  admitted  to  be  new,,  with« 
out  any  anfwer  whatever,  and  dwell  at  great  length  on  what  he  ftated 
to  be  old !  Even  the  friends  of  Minivers  ought  tu  vote  for  the  in* 
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quiry,  as  the  fureft  and  moft  dignified  means  of  wiping  away  the 
Aains  upon  their  character »  the  imputations,  upon  their  condud,  \( 
they  were  unfounded,  and  giving  confidence  to  the  public  in  their 
future  operations.  If  there  were  difconrents  at  home ;  if  there  wcic 
ftich  feeds  of  difafibdion  as  had  been  made  the  pretext  for  fufpending 
one  of  the  moft  eflential  guards  of  the  liberty  of  the  fubjcft,  an  ho- 
neft  inquiry  into  the  caufo  of  our  difaftcrs  was  the  moft  eficAual 
means  of  crufliing  them.  Let  their  Lordfhips  prove  that  they  were 
-alive  to  the  interefts  and  tlic  feelings  of  the  people,  aod  they  would 
exert  a  much  ftronger  engine  for  fccuring  internal  peace  than  axes  or 
fcai!blds.  He  was  going  to  turn  to  the  revcrfc  of  the  pielure,  but 
till  the  fatal  hour  arrived  he  wilhcd  to  draw  a  veil  over  it ;  hewifhed 
not  even  to  fupijofe  that  their  Lordihips  through  partiality  to  any 
fct  of  Minifters,  would  (brink  from  their  doty.  It  was  impoflible 
for  them  in  juftice,  in  cquitj%  or  in  prudence,  to  rejedl  the  motion 
of  his  noble  friend. 

Lord  HAY  (Earl  of  Kinnoul)  exprefled  his  confidence  in  the 
purity  of  the  motives  that  induced  the  noble  Lord  to  make  the  motion, 
altliough  he  could  not  approve  of  it.  Nothing  he  had  heard  from 
any  of  the  noble  Lords  who  fpokc  In  favour  of  the  motion  had  (atis- 
fied  him  that  the  advantages  refulting  from  fuch  an  inquiry  would 
counterbalance  the  evils  that  it  would  neceiTarily  produce. 

The  Duke  of  GRAFTON  faid,  that  the  feir  conclufion  from 
the  diiFcrent  points  of  view  in  which  their  Lordfhips  faw  the  fame 
things,  was,  that  they  ought  to  go  into  the  inquiry,  and  invefttgate 
who  was  right,  and  who  was  wrong.  Under  fuch  circUmftances 
there  was  no  inftance  of  refufing  an  inquiry.  It  was  the  particular, 
nay  the  fpccial  duty  of  that  Houfe  to  be  ever  watchfully  attentive, 
that  in  the  Executive  Government  there  was  neither  delinquency 
nor  want  of  ability.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  in  times  of  difafter 
and  calamit}',  they  were  to  lit  fupine,  they  would  betray  their 
truft.  It  was  not  difficult,  although  painfbl,  to  prove  that  the 
ftatc  of  the  country  was  at  prcfent  fuci\  as  to  call  upon  their  Lord- 
fliips  for  the  moft  rigorous  cxercife  of  their  inquifitorial  duty.  What 
would  be  the  opinion  of  the  Public  if  they  (houki  depart  from  the 
pradtice  of  their  anceftors  ?  He  fcrioufty  exliorted  the  noUe  Secre- 
tary of  State  to  confider  well  the  confequences.  If  he  was  deter- 
mined to  oppofe  all  inquiry,  let  him  move  an  adjournment,  if  it 
were  but  for  one  day,  tliat  they  might  fearch  their  journals  for  pre- 
cedents, and  be  able,  if  poflible,  to  (hew- that  they,  were  not  ading 
in  exprefs  contradkflion  to  ancient  ufage. 

Lord  SYDNEY  faid,  that  thofc  who  fupported  the  motion, 
ought,  on  their  own  principles,  to  have  made,  at  an  earlier  period,  a 
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motion,  the  effcA  of  which  if  carried,  would  be  to  fufpend  the  bu- 
iincTs  of  the  Executive  Oovernment  juft  before  the  opening  of  a 
campaign,  in  which  not  only  all  Europe  but  all  mankind  was  in* 
tcrefted.  He  wiHied  eameftly  for  peace,  but  he  muft  oppofe  the 
motion,  as  tending  to  weaken  us  in  continuing  the  War,  and  not  to 
ftrengthen  us  in  negociation.  Peace  depended  upon  the  Fxenchy 
and  might  be  reftored  to  Europe,  whenever  they  thought  fit  to  oficr 
it  upon  fafe  and  reafonable  terms.  In  the  military  hofpitals,  at  the 
commencement  of  the  war,  there  had  been  fcandalous  abufes,  but 
care  had  been  fince  taken  to  remove  them.  He  felt  no  apprehen- 
iion  in  oppofing  a  motion,  which  he  was  perfuaded  no  man  upon 
earth  thought  fit  to  be  adopted. 

The  fearl  of  MANSFIELD  faid  there  was  only  one  new  topic 
adduced  as  an  argument  in  favour  of  the  motion,  a  topic  which  he 
heard  mentioned  with  regret ;  and  although  the  noble  Secretary  of 
State  had  been  reproached  for  pafling  it  by  unanfwcred,  he  muft  not 
only  commend  his  difcretion,  but  follow  his  example.  The  very 
ftatcment  of  th^t  topic  was,  that  the  people  of  Ireland  would  judge 
of  it  for  themfclves ;  to  what  end  then  would  tlieir  Lordfhips  difcufs 
a  topic,  of  which  others  were  to  judge  r  He  admitted  it  to  be  the 
duty  of  the  Houfe  to  watch  the  condudt  of  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment ;  but  in  exercifing  that  duty,  their  Lordfhips  were  to  be 
guided,  not  by  precedent,  but  by  difcretion.  The  fole  queftion  foe 
confideration  was,  would  going  into  a  Committee  of  Enquiiy  con- 
tribute to  the  great  end,  to  which  the  Houfe  was  already  pledged  ? 
Their  Lordfhips  had  declared  a  vigorous  profccution  of  the  war  to 
be  neceiTary,  and  was  it  befitting  their  wifdom  now  to  adopt  a  mea- 
fure  which  would  not  only  impede  the  vigorpus  profecution  of  the 
war,  but  countcraiSl  negociation,  if  negociation  were  pra6ticable> 
which  he  was  fure  it  was  not.  The  noble  Lord  who  made  the  mo- 
tion, in  dating  the  two  modes  of  condudting  the  war,  one  or  other 
of  which  Miniflcrs  ought  to  have  adopted,  forgot  that  the  war  was 
defenfive.  The  rule  to  be  obferved,  with  refpedl  to  States  calling 
themfelves  neutral,  was,  that  they  were  net  to  fuifer  the  one  of  the 
belligerent  powers  to  do  that  which  they  would  not  fuflfer  the  other 
to  do.  If  a  State  profefTing  neutrality  were  to  allow  one  of  the 
belligerent  powers  to  march  troops  through  its  territory,  the  oppofite 
party  would  have  a  right  to  do  the  fame,  otherwife  the  neutrality 
would  not  be  real  but  fidlitious.  His  Lordfhip  went  over  the  grounds 
alledged  in  defence  of  the  principles  upon  which  die  war  had  been 
undertaken  and  condudled.  He  gave  great  credit  to  Lord  Grenville's 
calculations  on  the  French  finances,  and  obferved  that  Swift,  in  one 
of  his  pamphlets,  written  againfl  a  mod  honourable  war^  bad  faid 
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that  feven  millions  was  a  fum  of  which  a  Scotehman  who  had  not 
taraveUed  could  form  no  idea.  He  was  a  Scotchman,  and  had  tra- 
vd]ed»  and  yet  he  found  fome  difficulty  in  forming  an  idea  of  a  lot- 
tery of  160,000,000,  or  of  a  monthly  deficit  01  18,000,000* 
But,  for  the  fake  of  argument,  he  would  admit  what  he  had  never 
believed,  and  he  apprehended  never  (hould  believe ;  he  would  fup- 
pofc  that  the  finances  of  France  were  flourtfhing,  that  the  difbneffes 
of  war  were  not  felt  by  the  people,  and  that  the  vhiia  vis  of  their 
Republican  principles  furmouhted  every  difficulty  ;  all  this  would  be 
only  additional  reafon  for  incrcafeJ  vigour  and  exertion  on  our  part. 
He  would  prefer  a  direct  motion  for  the  removal  of  his  Majefty's 
prefent  Miniflers  to  diis  indiredl  niode  of  aiming  at  the  fame  objeA. 
The  removal  from  office  of  this  or  that  fet  of  men  might  be  of  little 
oonfequence  to  a  country,  but  there  was  infinite  mifchief  in  achange 
of  fyftcm,  and  miferable  would  be  the  condition  of  thefc  kingdoms 
if  the  condud  of  affairs  were  committed  to  thofc  who  faw  no  hope 
gS  fafety  but  In  an  i  remediate  peace. 

The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE  faid  he  iR'as  not  more  furprifed 
at  the  oppofition  given  to  the  motion,  than  at  the  mode  of  oppofing 
It.  When  no  precedent  for  refufing  fuch  an  inquiry  could  be  found, 
when  the  times  were  fuch  as  to  call  for  inquiry  more  imjSerioufly  than 
at  any  former  period,  he  did  not  believe  that  Minifters  would  have 
dared  to  meet  it  with  a  direcl  negative.  The  mod  he  cxpedcd 
them  to  do,  was  to  get  rid  of  it  by  a  motion  to  adjourn.  Their 
mode  of  arguing  was  no  lefs  extraordinary.  They  talked  of  their 
fuccelTcs,  when  every  man  who  recollected  the  conquefts  France  had 
made,  muft  treat  fuch  vapouring  with  derrfion.  Would  they  not 
be  happy  to  bring  back  the  French  within  their  former  limits,  at  the 
price  of  all  their  boafted  fuocclTcs  ?  Did  they  even  imagine  that 
France  would  confent  to  relinquifli  her  conquefts  on  condition  of 
having  every  thing  reftored  to  her  fhe  had  loft  ?  Sir  Gilbert  Elliot 
faid,  that  our  allies  were  the  human  race ;  the  Secretary  of  State 
faid  that  our  wealth  was  the  wealth  of  the  world  ;  and  thus,  ac- 
cording to  them,  with  allies  innumerable,  and  wealth  inexhauftible, 
we  were  fuccefsfully  fighting  for  the  exiftence  of  fociety  1  On  tlic 
naval  fuccefs  of  Lord  Howe  every  man  muft  refledt  with  gratitude 
and  exultation.  But  how  had  that  glorious  vidory  been  improved? 
What  the  fkill  and  valour  of  our  naVy  had  put  into  our  hands,  the 
ui>accountable  mifmanagement  of  Minifters  contrived  to  throw  away. 
Minifters  knew  tliat  the  French  gave  a  very  different  account  of  that 
vidory  from  ours. — They  faid  tl\at  although  the  accidental  circum- 
ftances  of  weather  had  enabled  us  to  take  poffefiioii  of  fome  of  didr 
crippled  fliips>  and  bring  them  into  port,  yet  that  our  fleet  had  re- 
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ceivcd  fuch  damage  in  the  adion,  as  to  require  much  time  before  it 
could  again  be  fit  for  fea.  Was  our  f)cet  equipped  M^ith  fuch  dif* 
patch  as  to  contradi£l  this  aflertion  of  theirs  ?  Was  it  not  unaccount* 
ably  detained  in  port,  while  French  fquadrons  were  preying  upoii 
our  trade  in  every  quarter?  So  deficient  were  Miniftcrs  in  fbrcfight, 
that  in  November,  or  December,  an  order  wits  given  for  cutting 
down  fixty-four  gun  (hips  to  frigates  ;  and  in  February,  another  or- 
dqf  fcr  converting  Indiamen  into  fixty- fours.  They  could  not  even 
imagine  the  poflibiliry  of  Holland's  being  foon  in  the  pofTcflion  of 
the  French,  or  rccolleft  that  in  fuch  an  event,  fixty-fours  would  be 
the  fitted  (hips  to  oppofc  to  the  Dutch  navy,  on  the  Dutch  coalt. 
The  prefent  and  a  late  Firft  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  might  compare 
notes  upon  the  fubjcc^,  for  there  *iid  not  yet  appear  to  be  much  dif- 
ference in  their  mrxJcs  of  condud^ing  the  n;ivy.  His  Lordfhip  went 
over  the  condud^  of  Minifters  towards  neutral  States,  and  our  fitua- 
don  with  refpcd  to  allies,  in  all  of  which  he  contended  there  was 
ample  ground  for  inquiry.  He  dwelt  paiticularly  on  the  ftate  into 
which  Ireland  had  been  thrown  ;  whiclv,  whether  owing  to  the  rafh- 
nefs  of  one  Member  of  His  Majcfty's  Cabinet,  the  duplicity  of 
fbmc  of  the  Minifters,  or  the  treachery  of  others,  called  equally  ft>r 
examination.  Promifes  have  been  made  to  the  people  of  Ireland, 
and  mcafurcs  brought  into  the  Irifti  Parliament,  without  any  hint  of 
difapprobation  on  the  part  of  the  Britifti  Cabinet.  Under  the  delu- 
fion  that  thcfe  menfures  were  to  be  carried  into  effcft,  the  people  of 
Ireland  were  fwindlcd  out  of  their  money,  as  completely  as  any 
man  of  whom  money  was  obtained  under  f;ilfe  pretences,  could  be 
faid  to  be  fwindled.  Were  Miniilers  aware  of  the  difpofition  of 
the  people  in  Ireland  f  Laft  fummcr  the  mail-coach  was  robbed  in 
the  South  of  Ireland ;  every  letter  was  put  into  the  neighbouring 
poft-offices  unopened ;  nothing  but  the  newfpapers  was  kept,  and 
the  people  alTembled  in  crouds  to  hear  thefe  papers  read  to  them. 
Their  Lordfhips  might  judge  of  the  eagcrnefs  for  information,  when 
a  capital  felony  was  committed  to  obtain  it.  A  difpofition,  which, 
cherifhed  and  conciliated,  the  people  might  be  turned  10  the  mofl 
beneficial  ends,  but  which  nothing  coyld  be  more  dangerous  thaAr 
to  thwart  and  irritate.  He  concluded  by  recommending  in  the  moft 
eameft  terms,  to  difarm  of  their  own  arguments,  by  the  conduct 
of  that  Houfe,  thofq  who  wiihed  to  fubditute  their  own  theories 
for  the  genuine  principles  of  the  Conftitution. 

Eari  SPENCER  faid,  that  the  noble  Lords  on  the  other  fide  had 
feemed  to  exprefs  an  indifference,  whether  the  circumftances;  which 
they  brought  forward  as  a  ground  of  attack  againfl  Minifters,  were 
true  or  £aUe«-^A  packet  boat  might  have  been  loit  or  might  have 
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been  captured,  he  could  only  fay  that  the  Adrtiiralty  had  received 
fio  intelligence  of  any  fuch  event  having  taken  place,  and  no  intel- 
ligence, he  prefumed,  had  been  received  by  the  noble  Marquis.  As 
to  the  circumdance  of  letters  not  having  b/een  received  from  Hanv 
burgh  for  fuch  a  length  of  time,  that  could  not  eafily  be  afcribcd  as 
matter  of  blame  to  the  Admiralty.  He  objc<5lcd  to  the  inquir)^  that 
had  been  prOpofed,  as  leading  to  difcuflions  that  would  be  exceed- 
ingly detrimental  to  the  public  intereft,  but  at  the  fame  time,  when- 
ever the  particular  bufincfs  of  Ireland  fiiould  be  brought  forward, 
he  had  no  doubt  that  he  ihould  be  able  completely  to  vindicate  the 
fliare  which  he  had  in  that  tranfad^ion. 

The  Marquis  pf  LANSDOWNE  dated,  that  he  was  anxious 
dut  every  information  which  he  laid  before  thr.t  Houfe,  fhould  be 
ftri(JUy  corrcdt.  No  communication  had  been  received  from  Ham- 
buigh  for  7  7  days  part,  (the  ufual  paffagc  being  only  about  8  days) 
a  circumftance  which  had  occafioned  extreme  cmbarraffment  in  tlie 
City,  and  been  attended  with  conlldcrable  detriment  to  the  tradirig 
'and  manufadluring  intcrefts.  The  noble  Lord  might  treat  tliis  as  a 
circumftance  of  little  importance  ;  but  vhen  it  was  recollcfted  that 
Hambut^h  was  the  only  place  by  which  we  could  carry  on  our  com- 
munication with  the  Continent,  it  might  perhaps  appear  in  a  dif- 
ferent point  of  view. 

The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE  faid,  that  he  always  wiflicd  to 
ground  any  argument  which  he  fubmitted  to  their  Lordfhips,  on  the 
beft  information  which  he  could  poffibly  procure.  It  had  however 
been  the  fyftem  of  Minifters  in  both  Houfes  of  Parliament,  to  rcfiife 
every  fpecies  of  information  which  was  required  to  be  laid  on  the 
table,  even  though  the  particular  ftatement  of  fafls  might  perhaps 
reach  the  public  through  a  different  channel.  For  inftance,  were  he 
to  move  for  an  account  of  the  internal  ftate  of  the  defence  of  the 
country^  it  would  be  reprobated  as  a  moft  indifcrect  and  proSigate' 
motion  ;  yet  it  was  not  impdiible  that  fuch  an  account  might,  in  con- 
fequence  of  the  indifcretion  of  a  Secretary  of  State,  the  vanity  of  a 
Bi(hop,  and  the  folly  of  a  Mayor,  be  brought  forward  to  the  public 
eye,  through  the  medium  of  a  Newcaftle  paper.  As  to  tlic  general 
grounds  of  objedion  to  the  motion,  that  it  would  be  detrimental  at 
prefcnt  to  the  country,  he  muft  obferve,  that  if  there  were  really 
that  energy  and  power  in  the  country  which  had  been  dated,  nothing 
oould  be  more  politic  than  to  go  into  the  Committee  ;  becaufe  if  com- 
municated to  the  Public  and  the  enemy,  it  would  give  latisfefiion 
to  the  former,  and  afford  nothing  but  defpair  to  the  latter.  He, 
however,  was  convinced,  that  the  reluftance  manifeftcd  by  Admi- 
nilhation  to  comply  with  the  motion^  proceeded  from  a  fcnfc  of 


A.  1795.  DEBATES.  34.1 

weakneis.  It  had  been  conjeehired  that  the  late  tran&Aion  in  Ire- 
land had  been  the  fole  caufe  of  the  motion ;  he  had  fadls  to  ftate 
againft  this  fuppofition :  perhaps  if  his  hdi  and  their  conjedure 
were  put  to  the  fcnfe  of  the  Houfe,  they  would  be  fupplied  with  an 
argument,  which  indeed  was  die  only  one  which  had  been  ufed  dur- 
ing the  fcflion  on  the  oppofite  fide,  (here  wq  believe  the  noble  Lord 
alluded  to  the  argument  from  the  decifion  of  a  majority)^  He  could 
pledge  himfelf  to  the  truth  of  the  fad  that  this  motion  had  been  in- 
tended long  before  the  dangerous  afpcdl  of  Iriih  afiairs  had  been 
Jcnown.  The  ingenuity  of  Minifters  had  been  fo  fertile  in  piling 
up  calamities  on  the  country,  that  it  would  be  impoffible  to  feledt 
any  fingle  month  in  which  there  was  not  fome  event  which  might 
fupply  them  with  a  fimilar  argument.  It  had  been  certainly  the 
fiudy  of  himfelf  and  his  friends  to  bring  thefc  matters  before  the 
Public,  but  with  the  caution*  of  not  giving  unneceflary  fatigue  to 
their  Lorcifhips,  nor  exciting  any  unneceflary  alarm  in  the  countiy, 
but  with  the  exprefs  view  of  giving  the  Public  a  juft  efBmation  of 
the  mifcrablc  f^ate  to  which  the  folly,  ignorance,  and  profligacy  of 
Miniders  had  reduced  them. 

The  Bffliop  of  DURHAM  felt  himfelf  particularly  called  on, 
fay  the  pointed  allufions  to  himfelf,  to  fay  a  few  words  to  the  Houfe. 
1[*he  letter  which  had  been  noticed  by  the  noble  Lord,  in  his  opi- 
nbn  was  calculated  to  quiet  the  alarms  and  apprehenfioa<i  entertained 
by  the  people  at  a  period  when  France  had  gained  poiTeffion  of  Hol« 
land,  and  that  part  of  the  people  to  whom  it  was  addreiTed,  began 
to  be  apprehenfivc  for  their  own  fafety.  As  to  the  indifcredon  at- 
tributed to  the  Secretary  of  State,  he  believed  there  was  no  impru« 
dence  at  all  in  the  tranfaction,  for  the  letter  might  have  been  pub- 
lifhed  at  Charing  Crofs,  without  any  .fecrets  of  Goverrtment  impro- 
per to  be  known  being  difcovered.  As  to  the  vanity  attributoi  to 
himfelf^  he  could  aflure  their  Lordfliips  that  he  felt  that  he  only  did 
his  duty ;  and  of  one  thing  he  was  fure,  that  he  did  not  (how  fo 
much  vanity  as  the  noble  Lord,  who,  after  a  fpeech  of  upwards  of 
two  hours,  had  engrofTed  near  half  an  hour  of  their  time  in  exjto- 
nation. 

Lord  LAUDERDALE  faid,  he  felt  himfelf  under  the  necdnty, 
after  what  had  fallen  from  the  right  Rev.  Prelate,  to  exhibit  moce 
of  the  fame  vanity  in  faying  a  few  more  words  to  them.  One  thing, 
he  had  the  vanity  to  fay,  could  not  be  contradidted,  viz.  That  he 
had  ftated  nothing  but  the  trudi.  Lord  Lauderdale  here,  read  the 
letter  which  had  been  alluded  to,  accompanying  it  with  a  conunent 
on  the  contents.     The  pa&ge  which  he  confidered  as  fo  Ughly  in* 
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iodifci^eot  was  that  which  Aatcd,  that  there  was  a  depot  of  3,000 
ibnd  of  arms  at  Berwick. — 

The  Duke  of  NORFOLK  faid,  that  it  was  not  his  intemkxi  at 
that  late  hour  to  trefpafs  long  upon  their  Lordihips'  dme.     There 
were,  however,  circumftances  at  the  prefent  critical    period  that 
made  it  his  duty  to  fupport  the  inquiiy  propoied,  and  to /ay  a  few 
words  on  the  motion  now  before  them.     When  he  conlidercd  that 
a  pcrfon  of  rank  had  been  fent  to  anodier  country,  and  that  perfoo 
a  man  of  the  highcft  rank  and  fortune  in  both  countries,   and  who 
was  not  more  confpicuous  from  his  rank  and  f(>rtune,  than  dittin- 
guiflied  for  his  public  and  private  virtues;  when  he  faw  fuch  a  pcr- 
fen  fenC  to  Irdand>  and  beginning  his  adminiftration  in  fuch.  a  man- 
ner as  to  conciliate  the  affections,  and  promote  the  happiness  2nd 
intercfts  of  the  two  countries,  and  almoft  immediately,  M-itiiin  fix 
weeks,  faw  that  perfon  recalled,  he  certainly  thought  that  tbm^bi^ 
muft  be  wrong,  that  there  was  flrong  ground  for  inquiry,   and  that 
k  ought  to  be  known  who  was  to  blame.    The  emancipation  of  the 
Roman  Catholics  in  Ireland  to  the  full  extent,  brought  forward  by 
Mr.  Grattan,  he  confidered  to  be  a  meafure  tliat  ought  to  have  been, 
stnd  iUli  mud  be,  infixed  upon  and  completed.     Every  man  who 
wilhod  to  preferve  a  good  underflanding  between  the  two  countries, 
every  body  that  valued  the  Conftitution  of  England,  the  Conftitu- 
tion  and  the  eftabli(hed  religion  of  Ireland,  as  well  as  the  general 
voice  of  the  people  of  that  country,  mu(l  be  of  the  fame  opinion. 
He  was  much  furprifed  to  have  heard  the  noble  Secretary  of  State 
boaft  of  the  fucceiles  of  the  prefent  war,  and  fo  fond  of  contrafting 
the  ftate  of  this  country  with  that  of  France.     With  regard  to  the 
glorious  vi<5tery  of  the  ift  of  June  he  was  fure  every  lover  of  his 
countr}'  muft  glory  in  the  gallant  conduft  of  the  noble  Commander, 
officers  and  failors,  who  were  engaged  in  the  triumph  of  that  day. 
But  the  condudl  of  the  Admiralty,  he  thought,  had  been  fuch  as 
demanded  inquiry  even  from  the  event  of  that  day.      In  former 
wars,  if  the  fleet  of  England  was  not  equal  in  firength  and  numbers 
to  the  combined  fleets  of  the  Houfe  of  Bourbon,  it  would  have  been 
reckoned  criminal  mifcondu6l  on  the  part  of  the  Admiralty  Board) 
and  a  fit  fubjcA  of  inquiry  and  cenfure.     In  this  cafe  we  had  to 
oppofe  fuperior  numbers,  and,  as  the  engagement  of  that  day  had 
(hewn,  at  considerable  riik ;  whereas,  had  our  number  of  (hips  been 
what  it  ought,  we  might  have  avoided  a  battle  which,  ^orious  as 
it  was  CD  the  naval  charader  of  Britain,  was  dearly  bought  by  the 
Idood  it  coil  iis  ;  and  had  we  been  able  to  do  this  by  keeping  (he 
French  in  their  own  port,  we  might  likewife  have  intercepted  that 
important  convoy,  fo  neceffary,  he  might  fay,  to  the  very  cxiftenoc 
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of  the  French  Republic.  In  (hoit,  when  he  thought  orr  the  con- 
duA  of  the  Admiralty  at  that  time,  he  muft  fay,  that  if  he  had 
been  at  the  head  of  that  Board,  he  would  have  been  the  firft  to  call 
for  inquiry.  There  were  many  other  topics  that  in  his  mind  made 
the  motioa  particularly  called  for  at  this  time,  but  it  was  too  late  to 
go  into  them  at  length  now,  he  would  therefore  conclude  by  remind- 
ing their  Lordfliips  that  this  perhaps  would  be  the  laft  opportunity 
which  might  be  in  their  power  of  going  into  fuch  a  Co^nmittee,  as 
the  noble  Earl  propofcd,  at  this  critical  period";  and  as  a  mcafurc  in 
his  opinion  abfolutely  ncccflhry,  he  fhould  certainly  vote  for  it. 
The  qucftion  was  then  put,  and  the  Houfc  divided  ; 
.    For  the  queilion,     Not  Contents,  83 

Proxies,  21 
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Majority  againft  the  motiiyn,         ,        *      90 
Tuefday^   '^l ft  March. 

The  Houfe  being  refolved  into  a  Committee  at  half  paft  three, 
SBid  Lord  Walfingham  in  the  chair^ 

Lord  THURLOW  rofe  to  ftatc  to  their  Lordfliips  the  effea  of 
the  evidence,  as  it  ftnick  him,  which  the  Commons  had  given  on 
the  article  entitled  Contrails  and  Allowances.  Your  Lord(hips  ' 
win  obfcrvc  (faid  Lord  Thurlow)  that  thefe  charges  dofe  the  im- 
peachment, no  evidence  having  been  offered  on  the  remaining  ar- 
ticle. I  hope  therefore  that  I  (hall  not  be  under  the  neceflity  of 
going  into  any  great  length  upon  the  prefcnt  occafion.  Your  Lord- 
fliips will  recoIleiSt,  that  in  the  preamble  to  the  impeachment,  Mr. 
Haftings  is  de(cribed  as  ^\  having  entertained  bafe  and  corrupt  views 
of  procuring  for  himfelf  and  his  dependents  exorbitant  wealth,  and 
arbitnry  deiigns  of  raifing  himfelf  by  meahs  of  the  undue  influence 
fo  acqiHred,  to  excedi  ve  power,  as  well  to  gratify  his  inordinate  am- 
bfcion  as  to  fecure  himfelf  from  punifhment  for  the  niany  unjufti* 
fiable  tStt  by  him  done  and  committed." 

Your  Lordfhips  at  one  dme  have  heard  the  gentlemen  who  held 
the.eoncnidb  and  agencies  reprefented  as  the  dependents  of  Mr.  Haf- 
tings, and  at  aiMher  as  perfons  podefTing  fuch  powerful  connexions 
in  Enigtaiid,  that  in  providing  for  themi  he  looked  to  his  own  futufe 
fecurity. 

The  Defendant  1%  acciifed  in  the  article  now  before  yoor  Lord* 
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(hips  of  a  wanton  wafte  of  the  public  money  in  five  inftances  only, 
during  a  government  of  thirteen  years. 

The  firfty  is  the  ofinta  contradt,  granted  to  Mr.  Sulivan  in 
1781. 

The  fecond,  the  bullock  contra^,  granted  to  Mt,  Crbftes  in 
L779.. 

The  third,  the  extra  allowances  to  Sir  Eyre  Coote, 

The  fourth,  Mr.  Auriol's  agency  for  fupplying  Fort  St.  Geoi]gc 
with  provifions. 

And  the  fifth  and  the  laft,  Mr,  Belli's  agency,  for  laying  in  ex- 
tra provifions,  for  the  ufe  of  the  garrifon  of  Fort  William  in  the 
event  of  a  fiegc. 

The  firft  diargc  recites,  that  having  granted  the  opium  contrad 
to  Mr.  John  Mackenxie,  without  advertifing  for  propofals,  Mr.  Haf- 
tings  did,  in  the  year  17811  gran(the  fame  contract  to  Mr.  Suli- 
van, on  terms  glaringly  extravagant,  and  wantonly  profiife,  for  the 
purpofe  of  raifing  an  inftant  fortune  for  Mr.  SuliVan,  the  fon  of 
Lawrence  Sulivan,  Efq.  who  vrzs  then,  or  about  that  time,  chair- 
man of  the  £aft- India  Company :  That  Sulivan  never  did  execute 
the  contrad ;  but  fold  it  to  a  Mr.  Benn,  for  thirty-five  thoufand 
pounds,  who  fold  it  to  Mr.  Young  for  fourteen  thoufand  nine  hun- 
dred pounds  a  year. 

This  is  the  firft,  and  indeed  the  only  material  article  in  diis 
chaige. 

It  appears  by  the  evidence,  that  from  a  very  early  period,  die 
article  of  opium  was  a  monopoly,  in  the  hands  of  individuals ;  and 
from  the  year  1761  to  1773,  the  Chief  and  Council  of  Patna  held 
it,  for  their  private  emolument. 

Mr.  Haflings,  who  was  at  Patna  in  the  month  of  0£tober  1 773i 
after  his  conference  with  Sujah  Dowlah  at  Benares,  turned  his  at- 
tention to  this  fubjed,  and  was  the  firft  perfon  who  entertained  the 
idea  of  converting  this  monopoly  to  the  public  fervice.  In  confc- 
quence  of  his  letter  to  the  Board  in  Calcutta,  it  was  determined, 
in  December  1773,  to  g«ant  the  exclufive  monopoly  to  s^  man  of 
the  lume  of  Mheer  Muneer,  the  agent  of  the  Patna  Council,  who 
was  to  furnifh  all  ttie.^opium  that  the  Bahar  province  produced,  at 
three  hundred  and  twenty  ficca  rupees  the  cheft,  and  to  deliver  it  at 
Calcutta  free  of  all  chai^(^.  Suppofing  the  average  price  of  opium 
at  the  Company's  fales  to,  be  550  rupees  the  cheft,  this  gave  the 
Company  a  very  large  profit,  and  it  did  not  immediately  deprive 
the  Council  at  Patna  of  an  emolument  of  office  which  had  exifted 
for  fo  many  years,  and  of  which  they  were  not  difpoifeffed  by  any 
order  from  the  Court  of  Dire£lors. 
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In'thc  fpring  of  1775,  the  Supreme  Council  deliberated  upon 
the  mode  of  managing  the  opium  monopoly  in  future.     This  was 
-  but  a  few  montlis  after  the  arrival  of  General  Clavering,  Colonel 
Monfon,  and  Mr.  Francis,  who  felt  thofc  honeft  prejudices  very 
ftrongly,  which  the  word  monopoly  fo  naturally  and  juftly  excites  in 
the  breafts  of  Englilhmen.     But  after  the  fuUeft  confideration,  they 
conceived  with  Mr.  Haftings,  that,  for  fome  time  at  leaft,  opium 
inuft  be  a  monopoly,  and  confcquently  it  was  right  that  the  Public 
fhould  enjoy  the  benefit  of  it.    They  wrote  to  the  Chief  and  Coun- 
cil of  Patna,  requiring  their  fentiments  as  to  the  beft  mode  of  colleft- 
ing  the  opium  revenue  in  future.     Your  Lordfhips  will  find  the  an- 
fwcr  in  page  2220  of  the  evidence,  and  it  is  exceedingly  impor- 
tant.    The  Patna  Board  affign  unanfwcrable  reafons  v*rhy  the  mo- 
nopoly ought  to  be  continued.     They  ftate  the  price  paid  for  opium 
lands  to  the  farmer,  the  price  of  opium  per  maund  in  its  firft  ftate, 
the  expence  of  manufadluring  it ;  and  they  fay,  that  by  the  time 
it  is  manufadlured  into  cakes,  it  cofts  the  contraftor  from  90  to  1 10 
rupees  a  maund,  that  is,  from  180  to  220  rupees  a  chcft.    They 
lay,  therefore,  that  if  it  were  contradled  for  by  the  Company  at 
230  or  240  rupees  a  cheft,  it  would  yield  an  immenfe  profit  to 
the  Company,  and  tliey  diink,  with  the  laws  fully  enforced  againft 
fmugglers  of  opium,  three  thoufand  three  hundred  chcfts  might  an- 
nually be  procured. 

They  tell  the  Governor  General  and  Council  that  thcfe  obferva- 
tions  arc  the  refult  of  the  ftridleft  inquiries,  and  that  they  have  no 
view  to  their  own  private  advantage  in  advifing  them  to  contraiSi  for 
the  purchafe  of  opium  at  230  or  240  rupees  the  cheft. 

After  the  receipt  of  this  letter,  Mr.  Haftings  propofcd  that  the 
whole  produce  of  opium  (hould  be  manufiadlured  for  the  Company's 
ufe ;  that  ftridt  meafures  ihould  be  ufed  to  prevent  fmuggling ;  that 
the  Chief  and  Council  of  Patna,  or  an  individual,  if  the  lioard 
preferred  the  latter,  (hould  provide  all  the  opium  by  agency,  and ' 
be  allowed  a  certain  commiflion,  on  the  fum  ultimately  netted  by 
the  Company,  from  the  falc  of  the  opium  in  Calcutta.  My 
Lords,  this  propofition  is  well  worthy  your  attention.  Your 
Lord  (hips  will  find  it  in  page  2221  j  you  will  fee  the  reafons  af- 
iTgncd  by  Mr.  Haftings  for  prcFerring  an  agency  to  a  contradl ;  and 
by  carrying  his  principle  to  another  branch  of  revenue,  I  mean 
the  fait,  in  the  year  i  780,  he  created  a  revenued  where  none  ex- 
iftcd  before,  and  which  amounts  now,  to  above  nine  hundred  thou- 
fand pounds  a  year. 

The  mijority  determined,  however,  that  the  opium  (hould  tiot 
be  provided  by  agency  but  by  contrad,  and  an  advertifcmcnt  was 
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accordingly  iffucd,  inviting  all  perfons  to  offer  propofals.  There 
were  thirteen  different  offers,  and  the  loweft  wtrc  accepted—^ 
Mr.  Griffith  for  the  Bahar  opium,  and  a  Mr.  Wilton  for  the  opium, 
all  of  which  is  of  an  inferior  quality,  produced  in  Bengal.  The 
rcafoning  of  the  different  members  of  the  Board,  clearly  fhews 
that  they  conceived  they  had  really  fixed  the  contraft  upon  the 
faireff  terms,  leaving  a  very  confidcrable  profit  to  the  Company, 
and  a  very  moderate  one  only  to  the  contrador.  Mr.  Francis,  in 
defcribing  the  peculiar  nature  of  this  contrad,  and  the  power  vhich 
the  contmftor  was  nccefliarily  inverted  with,  fays,  he  thinks  it 
unadvifeable  to  engage  on  very  low  terms  with  any  contractor.  I 
beg  your  Lordthips  will  give  this  remark  the  confideration  it  de- 
fcrves,  for  I  am  convinced  that  every  Member  entertained  the 
fame  fentiments,  and  it  never  did  occur  to  any  one  of  them,  that 
the  general  orders  of  the  Company  for  making  contrads  annual, 
and  granting  them  to  the  lowed  bidder,  could  apply  to  tliis  branch 
of  public  revenue. 

Before  the  expiration  of  the  year,  for  which  period  the  contra^ 
were  granted  to  Mr.  Griffith  and  Mr.  Wilton,  the  Governor 
General  and  Council,  on  their  application,  continued  the  contrail 
to  them  for  another  year.  Here,  my  Lords,  was  the  firft  difobc- 
dience  of  orders,  and  here  the  charge,  on  the  principles  in  which 
it  is  drawn,  ou^ht  to  have  commenced — but  the  Managers  and  the 
Direflors  have  pafied  filently  over  this  injlance  of  difobedicncc. 

In  the  fpring  of  the  year  i777>  Mr.  Mackenzie,  a  gentleman 
who  was  but  juft  arrived  in  Bengal,  applied  to  the  Governor  Ge- 
neral and  Council,  and  offered  to  take  the  opium  contradl  for 
three  years  on  the  terms  that  Mr.  Griffith  and  Mr.  Wilton  had 
held  it,  with  this  difference,  that  he  engaged  to  pay  the  Com- 
pany ten  thoufand  ficca  rupees  a  year,  as  a  condition  for  any  ad- 
vances of  cafli  that  he  might  want,  in  order  to  fulfil  his  contraft 
within  tlie  year.  The  Board  inftantly  agreed  to  accept  Mr.  Mac- 
kenzie's propofals.  It  neither  occurred  to  General  Clavering,  nor 
to  any  other  Member,  that  this  contract  ought  to  be  expofed  again 
to  the  competition  of  the  adventurers  abounding  in  Bengal.  IF  it 
were  very  unadvifeable,  as  Mr.  Francis  ftates,  to  contract  on  very 
low  terms  in  1775,  it  was  equally  fo  in  1777;  and  the  Board 
then  conceived  that  the  fair  price  was  fixed. 

Though  General  Clavering  propofed  to  infert  a  claufe  in  the 
contradt  of  Mackenzie,  that  it  fliould  determine,  pravided  the 
Court  of  DireQors  thought  proper  to  aboliffi  the  monopoly  altoge- 
ther, he  made  no  fort  of  objedlion  to  the  terms  of  the  contradl,  nor 
to  the  period  of  three  years  for  which  it  was  granted.     Yet  Gene- 
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ral  Clavcring,  of  whore  merits  as  a  foldier,  and  of  whofc  unfullied 
honour  as  a  gentleman  I  have  the  higheft  opinion,  was  at  all  times, 
as  your  Lordfliips  well  know,  a  ftrenuous  advocate  for  a  literal 
obedience  of  the  Company's  orders,  as  to  the  mode  of  making  con- 
tradis. 

Before  Mr.  Mackcrizic's  contra<S  expired,  a  letter  was  received 
from  the  Court  of  DircL%rs,  dated  the  23d  December  1778,  to 
which  I  beg  leave  to  refer  your  Lordfhips :  It  is  in  page  1305  of 
the  Evidence,  and  it  really  appears  to  me,  that  they  took  up  die 
fubjcdl,  which  it  appears  from  their  letter  they  did  not  undcrftand, 
more  with  a  view  of  finding  fault,  >^hcthcr  with  or  without  caufe, 
than  from  anv  other  motive.  Thev  tell  the  Governor  General 
and  Council,  that  after  the  experience  of  two  years  in  providing 
opium  by  contrad,  they  fhould  have  afcertaincd  whether  the  price 
thitherto  paid  was  rcafonablc,  by  advert! fing  for  other  propofals,  or 
have  made  previous  inquiry  ;  but,  as  ix  appears  to  them  they  did 
neither,  they  muft  difapprove  of  their  condudl  on  that  occafion. 

It  is  abfolutcly  impoltible,  my  Lords,  that  the  Dircflors  could 
have  ^-rittcn  fuch  a  paragraph  if  they  had  read,  or  having  read,  if 
tliey  had  coafidcred,  the  ftcps  taken  by  the  Government  of  Befigal 
on  this  fubjcdl.  It  never  occurred  to  the  Diredlors  to  make  the 
opium  monopoly  a  branch  of  the  public  revenue.  They  were  fole- 
ly  indebted  for  it  to  the  care  and  atten.ion  of  Mr.  Haftings.  The 
mode  propofed  by  Mr.  Haftings  in  1775,  would  have  enabled  the 
Board  to  know  exaftly  the  value  of  opium.  He  propofed  to  conduft 
the  bufinefs  by  agency,  and  that  agency  to  be  placed  in  the  hands 
of  a  man  of  honour.  The  Company,  if  his  idea  had  been  adopt- 
ed, would  have  known  the  full  value  of  the  opium  monopoly,  as 
well  as  under  a  fimilar  fyftem  adopted  by  Mr.  Haftings,  they  now 
know  the  value  of  the  fait  monopoly..  The  majorit)^  preferred  the 
mode  of  conducing  the  bufmcfs  by  contract,  and  Mr.  Griffith  got 
it  as .  the  Joweft  bidder — one  hundred  and  eighty  rupees  the  cheft, 
withfome  fmall  additions.  Your  LordQiips  will  fee  that  this  was 
confiderably  below  the  price  which  the  Patna  Council  fuppofed  it 
would  aftually  coft  the  contrador.  The  Board  were  at  leaft  jufti- 
fied  from  their  information  in  believing,  that  they  had  made  as 
good  a  bargain  for  the  Company  as  ought  to  have  been  made,  con- 
fidently with  Mr.  Francis's  principle,  which  feems  to  have  been 
die  principle  of  every  Member.  The  letter  of  the  Diredors  on 
which  the  Managers  laid  fo  much  Arefs,  goes  upon  falfe  grounds, 
upon  an  idea  that  no  previous  inquiries  had  been  made,  when  in 
truth  every  pains  had  been  taken  to  acquire  an  accurate  knowledge 
of  the  fubjefli  prior  to  the  grant  of  the  firft  contrad  to  Mr.  Griffith. 
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Under  all  the  circumftanccs  therefore,  I  think  that  the  Governor 
General  and  Council  were  clearly  right  in  granting  the  contrad  to 
Mackenzie  in  1 777>  without  advertiliiig  for  frclh  propof?ls.  But, 
my  Lords,  it  is  necelfar)'  to  remind  you  of  one  very  material  piece 
of  evidence  which  the  Managers  omitted  to  bring  forward.  The 
letter  from  the  DircCr'^ors  arrived  in  Bei^gal  at  the  dole  of  1779, 
condemning  Mackenzie's  contrad.  In  Apiil  178c,  Mr.  Macken- 
zie applied  to  the  Board  hr  a  renewal  of  his  ciMitra^  for  another 
year,  and  his  requeft  was.rnlbnt]y  gra:v;cd.  The  Mem.bcrs  of  tiic 
Board  at  that  time  were  Mr.  HaUings,  Mr.  Francis,  and  Mr. 
Whelcr,  the  two  lad  gentlemen  forming  tlic  majority.  The  Com- 
mons, by  fome  ftrangc  accident,  have  palVed  over  this  inftanee  of 
difohedicnce  of  orders  ;  if  it  had  hcen  no^tieed,  Mr.  Francis  un- 
doubtedly would  have  faid,  tint  the  Directors  had  condemned 
Mackenzie's  contract  only  under  the  idea  that  previous  inquiries  had 
not  been  made;  whereas,  in  \\>'mt  of  fjc^,  the  fubjccl  had  been 
fully  invcftigated,  and  confequently  the  condemnation  being  found- 
ed on  a  mifapprehenfion  of  tlie  Dircclois,  had  not  influenced  him 
in  1780,  when  he  confented  to  renew  the  contract  to  Mackenzie. 
I  fay,  my  Lords,  it  was  by  a  very  unfortunate  accident  that  the 
Commons  forgot  altv^gethcr  to  notice  tViis  fecond  contracfl  of  Mr. 
Mackenzie,  bccaufc  it  deprived  Mr.  HaAings  of  the  able  aflift- 
ance  which  Mr.  Francis  could  have  given  in  defence  of  the 
meafure. 

I  now  come  to  the  only  contract  which  is  charged  to  be  crimi- 
nal, and  your  I/Ordfliips  vill  judge  whether  in  any  one  point  it 
differs  from  thofe  conir.icls  which  are  mf  charged  to  be  fo. 

In  the  month  of  May  1781,   Mr.  Haftings  propofcd  that  the 
opium  contract  (Viould  be  granted  to  Mr.  Sulivan  for  four  years,  on 
the  fame  terms  that  Mr.  Mackenzie  had  held  it.     The  terms  of 
the  two  contradts  being  the  fame,  the  period  for  which  they  were 
held  being  the  fame,  I  am  utterly  at  a  lofs  to  know  on  what  grounds 
Mr.  Haftings  is  charged  with  granting  the  latter  contradt  on  terms 
**  glaringly  extravagant  and  wantonly  profufe."     Mr.  Griffith  and 
Mr.  Wilton  held  the  contrad  for  two  years,  not  as  matter  of  favour 
the  firft  year,  but  becaufe  they  were  the  loweft  of  thirteen  bidders. 
The  fecond  year  they  held  it  by  an  acl  of  the  Supreme  Council 
in  the  fame  manner  that  Mr.  Mackenzie  and  Mr.  Su)ivan  afterwards 
held  it.     The  charge  indeed  ftates  that  it  was  granted  to  Mr.  Suli- 
van for  the  purpofe  of  creating  an  inftant  fortune  for  him, ;  but  there 
is  no  proof  that  this  was  the  cafe  ;  on  the  contrary,  it  is  fully  eftab- 
lifhed  both  by  the  pofitive  denial  of  Mr.  Haftings,  and  by  the  evi- 
dence of  Mr.  Benn^  that  of  the  tranfadtion  which  the  managers 
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have  proved,  Mr.  Haftings  was  utterly  ignorant.  It  appears  that 
Mr.  Sulivan  fold  this  contrad  to  Mr.  Benn  for  thirty-five  tlioufand 
pounds,  and  that  Mr.  Ecnn  refold  it  to  Mr.  Young  for  fourteen 
thoufand  nine  hundred  jxiunds  a  year,  which  gave  Mr.  Sulivan  and 
Mr.  Bcnn  between  them,  a  profit  of  fourteen  thoufand  nine  hun- 
dred pounds  a  year,  for  four  years.  Unlcfs  tlie  managers  could 
have  proved  that  Mr.  Ilaftings  was  privy  to  this  bargain  and  falc, 
there  is  not  a  Ihadow  of  difference  between  the  contrails  of  Mac- 
kenzie and  Sulivan.  The  fimplc  queftion,  therefore,  will  be  this: 
After  the  Directors  had  cxprclicd  their  difapprobation  of  the  firft 
contmdl  granted  to  Mr.  Mackenzie,  bccaufe  it  had  not  been  adver- 
tifcd,  nor,  as  it  appeared  to  them,  had  any  previous  inquiries  been 
made  to  afccrtain  the  fair  price,  was  it  criminal  in  Mr.  Haftings  to 
grant  the  contrad  to  Sulivan  for  four  years  r  ♦  I  tliink  clearly  not ; 
bccaufe,  after  the  receipt  of  the  Direiiors'  letter,  the  Supreme 
Council  gave  the  contract  to  Mackenzie  for  a  fourth  year,  and  be- 
cause, as  I  iuve  already  Untcd  to  your  Lordftiips,  the  Dire<Elors  were 
manifeltiy  in  an  error,  when  they  fuppofed  that  no  previous  inquiries 
had  been  made  to  fix  the  fair  value  of  the  contraft.  That  the  Go- 
vcrrwr  General  and  Council  were  deceived,  is  perfeflly  true  ;  but 
the  error  was  general.  Your  Lordftiips  will  recoiled  the  letter  of 
the  Patna  Board,  whofe  members  pofitively  affirm,  that  opium  could 
not  be  made,  but  from  one  hundred  and  eighty  to  two  hundred  apd 
twenty  rupees  a  clicft,  the  average  price  being  two  hundred  rupees. 
You  have  had  a  gentleman  at  your  bar,  Mr.  Law,  who  was  many 
years  a  member  of  the  Patna  Council ;  he  has  told  you  that  when 
it  was  a  monopoly  for  the  advantage  of  the  Patna  C<xincil,  they  gave 
two  hundred  rupees?  a  cheft  for  it,  which  agrees  with  the  information 
of  the  Patna  Council ;  fo  that,  with  all  the  advantage  of  local 
knowledge,  and  with  all  the  influence  attached  to  (lation  and  power, 
they  gave  more  for  their  opium  than  the  Company  did  under  the 
contracts  of  Griffith,  Mackenzie,  and  Sulivan.  I  have  reafon  to 
believe  that  the  real  fecret  of  the  profit  upon  opium  was  this,  that 
the  crmtra.^c^i  houghr  his  opiuin  from  the  ryots  by  one  weight,  and 
fold  it  to  th'j  Company  by  another. 

In  truth,  my  Lure's,  there  is  no  diflTcrence  whatfocvcr  between 
the  contradts  of  iNiackenzie  and  Sulivin  \  both  were  granted,  as  I 
faid  before,  for  the  fame  period  of  time  and  on  the  fame  terms. 
The  charge  allalges,  that  Sulivan  poffefled  neither  knowledge  nor 
local  fkill  in  that  particular  manufadure — His  knowledge  muft  at 
leaft  have  been  equal  to  Mr.  Mackenzie's,  who  was  but  juft  arrived 
in  the  country  when  he  got  the  contradl :  But  it  is  faid  alfo  in  he 
charge,  that  Mr.  Sulivan  never  did  execute  the  contract.     The 
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fame  may  be  faid  of  Mr.  Mackenzie — Both  of  them  were  con- 
tra6torS|  anJ  both  equally  refponfible  to  the  Company-    Mr.  Mac- 
kenzie managed  the  contra<ft  through  a  Mr.  Campbell  at  Patna— 
Mr.  Sulivan  tlirough  Mr.  Young.     Suppofe  it  had  been. proved, 
which  it  is  very  likely  was  the  cafe,  that  Mr.  Campbell  paid  a 
fpecific  fum  of  money  annually  to  Mr.  P4nckenxie  for  this  contraft  ; 
would  that  circumftance  reflefl  difhonour  on  the  memory  of  Sir  John 
Clavcring,  ^ho  joined  in  that  unanimous  vote  by  which  Mackenzie 
obtained  the  contradt  in   1777?   or,  would  it  be  a  reflexion  on 
Mr.  Francis,  who  renewed  the  fame  contrail  to  him  in  1780? 
Affurcdly  not,  my  Lords.     In  the  cafe  of  Mr.  Sulivan,  the  ma- 
nagers have  not  advanced  one  ftcp  by  proving  that  Sulivan  fold  the 
contradl  to  Bcnn,  and  that  Bcnn  refold  it  to  Young.     Unlefs  they 
Iiad  proved  the  privity  of  Mr.  Haflings  to  thefc  tranfa£lions,  the 
other  circumftances  go  for  nothing. 

There  are  other  allegations  in  the  charge  ncceflary  to  notice  to 
your  Lordfliips.  Mr.  Haftings  is  accufed  of  deftroying certain  checks 
fixed  by  the  former'contrafls,  and  to  have  done  fo  in  order  to  make 
this  contracl  more  faleable :  One  is,  that  he  omitted  to  infcrt  in 
Sulivan 's  contratSl  a  material  claufe  in  Mackenzie's,  that  the  con- 
tra6t  (hould  be  void,  if  difapproved  by  the  Diredtors.  Mr.  Lord?, 
if  this  were  a  true  defcription  of  the  claufe  in  Mackenzie's  contract, 
the  allegation  would  indeed  be  well  founded  ;  but  the  claufe  in  Mac- 
kenzie's contradl  was  of  a  very  different  defcription  from  that  ftatcd 
in  the  charge.  •  The  contrail  was  to  be  void,  provided  the  Direc- 
tors ordered  the  monopoly  to  be  abolifhed  \  and  in  1777  it  was  re- 
ferred to  them  to  determine  whether  the  monopoly  fbould  be  cond- 
nued  or  not,  the  Board  giving  it  as  their  opinion  that  it  muft  con- 
tinue. In  their  letter  of  the  23d  December  1778,  the  Direflors 
acquiefcc  in  tlK  continuance  of  the  monopoly ;  confequently  the 
claufe  fpecifying  that  the  contradi  was  to  be  void  in  the  event  of  their 
abolifhing  the  monopoly  became  nugatory. 

Tlie  next  inftance  of  favour  to  Sulivan  is  ftatcd  to  confift  in  the 
abolition  of  the  office  of  infpe<?\or  at  Patna.  My  Lords,  this  was 
done  in  Mackenzie's  time,  when  it  was  found  to  be  an  ufclefs  and 
troublefome  office  there— ^but  it  was  eftabliflied  in  Calcutta,  infinitclv 
more  to  the  advantage  of  the  Company,  though  with  additional  re- 
fponfibility  to  the  contraflor.  This  wa§  a  fenfible  change  ;  and  the 
mode  adopted  in  1 780  for  infpeSlng  the  opium,  is  continued  todiis 
day. 

Another  allegation  in  the  article  is,  that  for  the  purpofe  of  ad- 
vancing money  to  the  contraftor,  and  in  order  to  favour  certain  in- 
dividuals, a  loan  was  made  in  Bengal  in  the  year  1781,.  and  tlic 


A.  1795.  DEBATES;  ^351 

Company  were  engaged  in  a  fmuggling  adventure  to  China,  on  the 
pretence  that  there  was  little  demand  for  opium  in  Calcutta,  though 
in  point  of  fadl  there  were  perfons  in  Calcutta  who  had  authority  to 
bid  for  the  whole,  or  the  grcateft  part  of  the  opium. 

As  the  nrianagcrs  did  not  attempt  to  fupport  the  laft  affertion  by  any 
proof,  I  conclude  they  found  out  the  blunder  of  the  agent  who  drew 
the  article,  before  they  came  into  your  Lordfhips  court.  Why  the 
Commons  (hould  have  charged  that  the  loan  which  they  ftatc  was 
made  to  favour  certain  individuals,  or  to  advance  money  to  the  con- 
trador,  is,  I  do  affure  you,  my  Lords,  far  beyond  my  comprehcn- 
fion.  The  tranfaflion  itfelf  is  perfedHy  fimple,  and,  as  I  ihould 
think,  impoflible  either  to  be  mifrcprefentcd  or  mifundcrftood. 

In  the  year  178 1,  the  produce  of  one  year's  opium  was  lying 
unfold  in  the  Company's  warehoufcs  in  Calcutta,  and  owing  to  very 
obvious  caufes.  The  tonnage  of  the  port  of  Calcutta  was  princi- 
pally employed  in  tranfporting  provifions  to  Madras,  and  private 
merchants  were  afraid  to  export  opium  on  their  own  account  to  China, 
and  the  eailern  iflands  ;  the  Indian  ocean  being  at  that  time  infefted 
by  French  and  Dutch  cruizsrs. 

Under  fuch  circumftances  it  was  propofed  to  freight  two  (hips 
with  opium  on  the  Company's  account ;  one  to  Canton,  and  ano* 
thcr  to  the  eaftern  iflands.  The  proceeds  of  thefe  cargoes  were  to 
be  paid  into  the  Company's  treafury  at  Canton,  for  the  purpofe  of 
purchafing  teas  for  the  fales  at  the  India  Houfc.  Upon  the  credit^ 
therefore,  of  this  fupply,  the  Bengal  government  conceived  the^ 
might  with  propriety  draw  bills  upon  the  Company,  firft  for  ten  lacks, 
and  afterwards  for  a  fecond  fum  to  the  fame  amount.  Accordingly 
a  proclamation  was  iflfued,  advifmg  the  civil  and  military  fervantsof 
the  Company  generally,  that  the  treafury  in  Calcutta  was  open  for 
the  receipt  of  money  for  certificates  on  Canton,  which  would  there 
be  exchanged  for  bills  upon  England  ;  and  advifing  all  whochofe  to 
remit  money,  to  fend  in  their  names  to  the  Secretary,  at  a  given  pe- 
riod. I  was  fird  at  a  lofs  to  know  ppon  what  grounds  this  plan 
could  have  been  chai;ged,  as  undertaken  with  a  view  to  favour  cer- 
tain individuals ;  but  upon  referring  to  the  evidence,  I  found  that 
the  managers  have  inferted  a  letter  written  by  Mr.  Haftings  from 
Chunar,  in  which  he  inclofes  a  lift  of  tlic  names  of  the  civil  and 
military  fervants  of  the  Company,  who  were  then  at  Chunar,  and 
cxpreffes  a  hope  that  they  may  not  be  excluded  from  the  advantage 
of  the  remittance  to  Europe.  Perhaps  it  may  not  be  necelVary  to 
inform  your  Lordfliips,  that  by  the  regulations  of  the  Company's 
fcrvice,  every  perfon  in  their  civil  and  military  employ,  has  a  ri^ht 
to  his  proportion  of  a  remittance  to  Fngland  through  the  Company's 
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ca(h.  All,  therefore,  that  Mr.  Haftings  did,  was  to  requcft  that 
the  gentlemen  then  at  Chunar  might  not  be  deprived  of  a  privilege 
common  to  the  whole  fervice  ;  and  tliis  the  managers  have  fo  mif- 
takcn,  or  rather  their  agents  have  fo  miftakcn  it,  as  to  charge  the 
l'».>n  \.'Vf  to  be  made  in  order  to  favour  certain  individuals.  The 
'  whole  loheme,  in  my  opinion,  was  a  very  wife  and  a  very  laudable 
one  :  It  gave  the  Bengal  government  the  immediate  ufe  of  t^^cnty 
ladis  of  rupee?,  when  the  want  of  money  war  moft  fcverely  felt- 
it  enabled  them  to  export  a  commodity,  for  which  there  was  no  fale 
in  Calcutta — it  threw  a  large  fupply  of  ca(h  into  the  treafury  at 
Canton— and  it  enabled  the  Company  at  home  to  pay  the  bills  cx- 
cliangcd  for  the  certincates  fentfrom  Bengal  to  Canton. 

The  (hip  freighted  for  Canton  arrived  fafe ;  her  cargo  was  well 
fold,  though  to  lefs  advantage  than  it  ought  to  have  been — the  fu- 
pra-cargoes  layingithc  blame  upon  the  Captain  of  the  Beng^  fliip 
for  not  obeying  his  orders,  and  he  as  loudly  infixing  upon  it  that  it 
was  their  fault  the  opium  did  not  fell  at  a  much  higher  price.  The 
other  (hip,  freighted  to  the  eaftern  iflands,  (old  a  part  of  its  cargo 
at  a  very  high  profit  indeed ;  and  would  have  fold  the  remainder 
equally  well,  if  (he  had  not  been  treacheroufly  taken  in  a  neutnl 
port.  But,  my  Lords,  this  is  called  a  fmuggling  adventure,  be- 
caufe  opium  is  forbidden,  by  a  municipal  law  of  China,  to  be  im- 
ported into  that  countr)',  under  pain  of  death.  It  is  proved,  how- 
ever,  that  this  law  is  obfolete — that  opium  is  publicly  landed,  and 
fold  in  the  middle  of  the  day  at  the  port  of  Canton :  And  at  tfiis 
moment  the  greateft  encouragement  is  held  out  in  Bengal,  for  the 
importation  of  opium  into  Cliina,  for  the  purpofe  of  enabling  the 
fupra-cargoes  at  Canton  to  purchafe  teas  for  the  London  market. 
The  only  queftion  then  will  be,  whether  it  was  a  high  crime  in 
Mr.  Hafting*;,  during  the  preffure  of  the  war,  to  make  the  Com- 
pany do  that  a6l  publicly,  which  the  Directors  and  the  Board  of 
Controul  have  urged  the  governm.cnt  of  Bengal  to  endeavour,  by 
every  pofTible  means,  and  to  ever)*  poflible  extent,  to  get  done  by 
individual  merchants.  It  was  confefFedly  a  temporary  expedient  in 
1781  ;  but  it  is  by  no  means  clear,  that  it  would  not  have  been 
wife  in  the  Company  to  continue  the  cicport  of  opium  on  their  own 
account.  Colonel  Watfon,  the  chief  engineer  of  Bengal,  who 
originally  fuggefted  the  plan,  fays,  in  page  2251,  that  under  every 
difadvantage  of  a  firft  cxjxrriment,  and  of  very  great  mifmanage 
ment,  it  enabled  tlie  fupra-cargoes  at  Canton,  in  the  height  of  the 
war^  to  purchafe  feveral  cargoes  of  tea,  without  draining  Bengal  of 
one  rupee  ;  that  the  Company  were  enabled  by  it  to  load  all  their 
(hips  with  tea ;  and  finally,  became  very  great  gainers  at  the  clofc 
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of  their  Sites  in  England.  The  Colonel  adds,  that  lie  is  aware  of 
all  the  objc£lions  and  difficulties  then  ftarted  in  Bengal,  and  alfoof 
the  anlmadverdons  nxade  upon  the  meafure  in  England  ;  but  as  they 
arofc  out  of  the  private  views  of  interefted  men,  or  the  dreams  of 
ignorant  pretenders,  fuch  arguments  and  obftrvations  were  no  longer 
worthy  the  confideration  of  the  Governor  General  and  Council-— 
their  futility  having  been  fully  evinced. 

Mr.  Haftings  and  his  Council  tell  the  Dirc<Slors,  that  they  well 
knew  of  the  law  which  prohibited  the  importation  of  opium  into 
China,  on  pain  of  death  ;  but  they  alfo  knew  that  it  was  a  com- 
merce publiclj^  encouraged  by  the  Chinefe  government :  They  add, 
tliat  it  was  a  temporary  expedient — when,  ii\  fadt,  opium  would 
not  fell  in  Calcutta  upon  any  terms  ;  that  in  future,  however,  they 
Ihall  difpofe  of  their  opium  in  Calcutta ;  that  in  the  prefentycar, 
1 783,^die  profit  would  be  fix  lacks  of  rupees,  and  would  have  been 
double,  had  there  not  then  been  many  French  cruizers  in  the  bay 
of  Bengal.  Your  Ix>rd(hips  will  fee  how  confiderably  the  profits 
^pon  opium  were  increafed,  on  the  relloration  of  peace  in  India.  I 
believe,  my  Lords,  I  have  already  gone  through  every  material 
point  in  this  head  of  the  article :  And  as  the  Managers  have  totally 
failed  in  making  good  the  material  allegation,  that  the  opium  con- 
traft'^was  granted  to  Sulivan  for  the  purpofe  of  creating  for  him  an 
inihnt  fortune — and  as  it  is  clearly  ellablifhed  by  the  evidence,  that 
he  held  it  precifcly  upon  the  fame  terms,  and  for  the  fame  period 
that  Mackenzie  had  held  it— and  as  the  Governor  General  and 
Council  had  every  reafon  to  believe,  there  was  nothing  left  to  the 
coatra<3or  be)'ond  a  fair  and  mercantile  profit — I  (hall  certainly  fay 
Not-content  to  the  motion,  which  I  (hall  fubmit  to  your  Lord(hips, 
on  this  head  of  the  charge. 

Upon  the  ncift  point,  I  flatter  myfclf  that  I  (hall  not  have  oc- 
cafion  to  intrude  very  long  upon  your  Lordfhips'  indulgence. 

The  accufation  Is,  that  in  the  year  1779,  without  any  complaint 
fcpm  the  contradtor,  or  from  the  army,  that  a  bullock  contract, 
then  exiting,  was  inadequate  for  the  regular  fupply  of  the  fervicci 
Mr.  Hafiings  annulled  an  exifting  contra6t,  and  concluded  another 
with  Mr.  Croftes,  his  confidential  friend  and  agent,  on  terms  in- 
finitely higher  than  thofe  of  the  preceding  contract,  at  an  additional 
erpcnce  to  the  Company  of  fifty  thoufand  pounds  a- year,  or  near 
that  fum ;  and,  by  fo  doing,  created  a  wanton  and  molt  enormous 
cxpence  to  the  Company.  Surely,  my  Lords,  the  agents  who  drew 
this  charge,  have  not  taken  the  leaft  pains  to  examine  the  evidencti 
iihich  relates  to  it.  You  have  upon  your  minutes,  the  ftrongcft 
written  conriplaints  from  various  commanding  officers,  of  the  totally  • 
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unfcrviceablc  ftatc  of  the  bullocks  of  the  army;  and- you  have  fall 
proof  alfo,  thiit  the  contrac'Ilor  dying  in  1778,  his  executor  was  de- 
firous  of  rcUnquiOiing  fo  unprofitable  a  concern  altogether — that  Ge- 
neral Stibbert,  the  provincial  Commander  in  Cliiot,  urged  Mr.  Haf- 
tings  and  his  Council  to  accept  the  offer,  and  to  form  a  new  contraft 
on  very  diflerent  terms. 

The  managers  l>cgin  their  evidence  by  infcrting  the  cxprcfsordcp 
of  tlie  diredlors,  that  the  contract  fhould  be  annual,  and  granted  to 
tl)e  lowcil  bidder. 

If  to  prove  that  Mr.  Haftings  difobeycd  this  exprefs  order,  be 
fufficient  for  his  conviclion,  the  managers  have  completely  fuccecdcd ; 
for  d^ie  next  document  they  read,  was  the  defence  made  by  iVIr.  Haf- 
tings to  this  chnrgc  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  in  whi^h  he  very 
fully  admits  that  he  did  difobcy  the  order — that  he  has  ho  Idea  of 
orders  being  iffucd  at  the  diftance  of  half  the  globe,  of  the  propriety 
of  which  the  Government  upon  the  fpot  muft  not  be  allowed  tq  judge, 
before  they  carry  them  into  iexecution  :  He  admits  alfo,  that  by  dif- 
obeying  this  order  he  incurred  great  refponfibility ;  and  was  bound 
to  prove,  that  he  confulted  their  interefl^,  when  he  difobeyed  tl^eir 
commands. 

My  Lords,  Mr.  Haftings  affirms,  that  the  confcqucnce  which 
attended  the  difpofal  of  die  bullock  contra£l  annualiy  to  the  loweft 
bidder,  was  fuch  as  you  will  believe  was'extremely  natural :  Men 
offered  to  take  it  on  terms  fo  low,  that,  had  the  contrafl  been  really 
executed,  they  muft  have  loft  50  per  cent,  by  their  agreement. 
Mr.  Haftings  appeals  to  the  public  records,  for  proofs  of  the  com- 
plaints made  by  the  commanding  officers  of  the  army,  on  this  im- 
portant fubje<^ — to  the  revenue  contiltations,  to  (hew  flie  diftrefs 
occafioned  to  the  zemindars  and  farmers,  as  well  as  the  diminution 
of  the  revenue,  from  the  mifchievous  cuftom  of  prcffing  bullocks,  as 
often  as  any  divifion  of  the  army  was  ordered  to  change  its  quarters. 
To  remedy  thefe  mifchicfs,  and  to  provide  eiFei^lually  for  that  branch 
of  the  fcrvicc,  on  the  due  performance  of  which  the  fuccefs  of  every 
operation  of  war  in  India  depends*  Mr.  Haftings  confulted  with 
the  principal  officers  of  the  army,  and  fubmitted  to  Sir  Eyre  Coote 
a  plan  for  the  future  fupply  of  bullocks  for  the  fervice  of  the  ^rmy, 
which  that  officer  fully  approved.  The  plan  prefcribcd  die  fixe, 
age,  and  feed  of  the  bullocks  to  be  employed  ;^'the  work  they  were 
to  perform ;  the  number,  uniform,  and  pay  of  the  drivers :  The 
calculation  was  made  fo  as  to  leave  a  fair  mercantile  profit  to  the 
cpnttadtor ;  and  fuch  checks  were  eftablifhed  for  the  due  performance 
of  this  contra(S,  that  the  due  execution  of  it  appeared  to  be  fully  irv» 
fufed.     I  am  fure,  my  Lords,  I  know  not  bow  the  Public  can  be 
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Well  or  fiuthfuUy  fervcd  upon  any  other  principles  than  tliofe  laid 
down  by  Mr.  Haftings,  in  defence  of  this  contraS. 

The  next  evid^tKC  adduced  by  the  Managers,  Is  that  upon 
Which  they  have  entirely  i^lkd  ;  I  mean  the  diffent  of  Mr.  Francis 
to  the  terms  of  this  contradti  It  is  a  performance  of  very  confider- 
sble  length,  containing  many  ingcnius  calciilations^  wliich,  in  the- 
ory, may  do  very  wellj  but  happen  not  to  have  ftood  the  tcft  of 
pradltce. 

The  opinions  of  Mr.  Francis,  as  fer  as  I  know,  arc  peculiar  to 
tufBfelf :  And  though  it  be  true  that  the  managers  have  mentioned 
them  as  conclufive  againft  MV.  Haftings,  there  is  not  one  perfon, 
Who  has  had  an  opportunity  of  acquiring  arfy  knowledge  upon  tl)!S  " 
iubjeA,  that  does  not  totally  difagree  with  Mr.  Francis.  That 
gentleman  is  decidedly  of  opinion,  that  tlie  Company's  orders  fliould 
be  obeyed — that  the  bullock  contrad  (hpuld  be  annual,  and  gramed 
to  the  lowed  bidder :  He  condemns  the  rates  as  extravagant, .  and 
the  number  of  bullocks  as  unncceffar)' :  He  thinks  that  the  quantity 
of  drivers,  fo  far  from  being  ufcful,  would  be  highly  dctrlrttenta! 
to  the  fervice:  And  he  winds  up  the  whole  by  thi©  very*  Angular 
declaration,  "  la  truth  I  may  fay  (with  the  exception  of  a' very  ^no- 
detate  number),  what  occafion  have  we  for  an  eftaWi(hment  of  bul- 
locks any  where?  when  they  arc  wanted,  they  may  be  hired,  or 
prefTed,  as  in  fa£t  they  have  been  hitherto,  notwithftanding  the 
conthicls." 

I  fpeak  in  the  prefcnce^  my  Lords,  of  fome  noble  perfons,  who 
know  well  what  military  fervice.  is  ;  and  to  whofe  exertions  their 
country  has  been  much  indebted,  upon  former  occafions :  If  one  of 
thofe  noble  Lords  were,  again  to  be  placed  at  the  head  of  an  army> 
what  would  he  think  of  a  Cabinet  Minifter,  who  was  to  tell  him» 
that  horfes  for  the  fervice  of  his  artillery,  his  ammunition  waggons, 
and  camp  equipage^  could  not  be  kept  but  at  a  moft  enormous  ex* 
pence ;  that  he  muft,  therefore,  retain  none  in  the  fervice,  *as  he 
could  hire  or  prcfs  them  when  they  were  wanted.  What  wovjld  the 
noble  Marquis  have  feid  to  Mr.  Cowper,  Mr.  Stuart,  or  Mr.  Speke, 
if  cither  of  thofe  gentlemci\,  his  colleagues,  had  told  him,  whin  on 
die  point  of  embarking  on  that  fervice,  which  he  fo  glorioufly  tcfmi- 
natcd,  "  Do  not,  for  Gtxi's  fake,  my  Lord,  put  the  Company  to  a 
moft  enormous  expence  for  bullocks  and  drivers ;  you  can  hire  and 
prefs  them  inMyfore  f"  The  noble  Marquis,  I  believe,  would  have 
cxpreffed  fome  furprife  at  the  magnanimity  of  fuch  fcntiments ;  yet 
Mr.  FTVLtxds,  JlagranU  belh,  when  tjie  BritHh  army  in  Bengal  occu- 
pied a  country  thirteen  hundred  miles  in  length,  and  five  hundced  in 
breadthi  and  having  feveral  detachments  employed  on  foreign  fervicc> 
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does  not  fcruple  to  affirm  that  it  is  unncceiTary  to  keep  up  an  eftab* 
lifliment  of  bullocks,  and  that  thejr^-can  be  hired,  or  prefled  when 
wanted.  My  Lords,  it  did  not  require  the  ftrong  evidence  adduced 
by  the  defendant's  counfel  to  convince  mcrt  of  your  Lordfliips'  under* 
ilandings,  that  no  army  in  India  can  be  deemed^ fit  for  fcrvice  un* 
lefs  an  ample  fupply  of  biiUocks  is  attached  to  it,  ^  The  artiUerf 
and  the  ammunition  waggons  are  dragged  folely  by  buUocks*  Th« 
mufquet  ammunition  is  alfo  carried  by  bullocks,  and  the  camp  equip- 
age in  part,  by  bullocks  alfo.  The  honourable  manager  (Sir  James 
Erfkine  St.  Clairj,  who  fummcd  up  this  artide,  a  man  highly  dif- 
tingui(bed  in  arms,  and  pofleflTing  evbry  qualification  neccfTary  to 
form  a  complete  foldier,  afforded  your  Xord(bips  a  proof,  that  wtch^ 
out  local  experience,  no  man  ought  to  venture  to  ^peak  of  the  nature 
of  military  fcrvice,  in  a  didant  quarter  of  the  globe.  Had  that  ho- 
nourable manager  been  as  converfant  in  Indian,  as  I  am  fure  he  is 
in  European  fcrvice,  he  would  not  have  told  your  Lordfhips  (and 
proi^bly  ori  the  Arength  of  Mr.  Francis's  afTcrtion  he  did  it)  that  if 
one  driver  was  really  enteruined  for  two  bullocks,  it  was  an  arrange- 
ment worfe  than  ufelefs,  it  was  detrimental  to  the  army* 

Your  Lordfhips  have  the  fullcft  evidence  to  prove  that  one  driver 
to  every  pair  of  bullocks  is  indifpenfably  neceffary,  and  you  are  told 
by  the  njble  Marquis,  of  the  difbcfs  which  he  fuflained  for  the 
want  of  a  fufficient  number  of  that  very  ufcful  body  of  men  during 
his  campaigns  in  Myfore.  Colonel  Duff,  an  officer,  who  had  th« 
advantage  of  thirty  years  experience  in  India,  who  commanded  the 
artillery  under  the  Marquis  Cornwallis  in  the  campaigns  againfl  Tij>- 
poo  Suluun,  has  decidedly  told  your  Lordfhips,  that  the  bullocks 
provided  under  the  contract  of  Mr.  Crpftes,  came  under  his  parti- 
cular infpaSion ;  that  the/ were  beyond  all  comi^rifon  &€  be(l  that 
•vcr  were  in  the  fcrvice  before,  or  fincc :  That  one  driver  to  every 
pair  of  bullocks  was  ahfolutely  necefTary,  and  a  head  driver  to  every 
twelve  men  exceedingly  ufcful :  That  the  number  of  bullocks  was 
by  no  means  unneccfTary ;  and  that  they  tannot  be  fit  for  fcrvice  un- 
til they  have  been  regularly  trained  and  harnefTcd.  In  truth,  my 
Lord^)  the  teflimony  of  Colonel  DufF,  .if  unco;ifirmed  by  any  far- 
ther evideAce,  would  have  fully  convinced  me,  that  Mr.  Mailings 
a<^ed  wifely  and  properly  in  concluding  a  contraS  during  war,  whi<;h 
efFedually  provided  for  the  ffa-icl  performance  of  this  <nofl  effcntial 
partof  military  fcrvice,  though  the  expence  had  even  exceeded  fikf 
thoufand  pounds  ryear. 

In  the  year  17794  prior  to  this  contrafl.  Colonel  Camdcwas 
fent  upon  fcrvice  towards  the  Maratta  frontier.  He  writes  to  the 
Bour^j  and  fays,  that  his  march  was  impeded  by  the-badncfs  of  tb^ 

3  ' 
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bullocks  fumiflied  by  the  contraflor ;  that  he  could  only  get  fcvcntf 
at  Burdwan,  and  that  all  the  good  bullocks  had  been  fent  out  of  the 
way,  or  hid.  Here,  my  Lords,  is  a  proof  that  Mr.  Francis  was 
miftaken^  when  he  affirmed  that  bullocks  could  be  preflcd  y^hen 
wanted,  even  if  the  cruel  dilbefs  which  fuch  a  mode  of  proviiioa 
muft  create,  with  the  confequent  diminurion  of  the  public  revenues, 
were  to  be*  no  part  of  the  confideration  of  Government.  Colon<l 
Camacadds>  that,  from  the  want  of  bullocks,  and  the  defertton  of 
the  drivers,  the  ammunition  was.ftrewcd  in  the  roads,  and  oouU 
not  have  been  faved,  but  by  the  great  exertion  of  the  artillery  officer^ 
10  whom  the  Colonel  was  obliged  to  give  fixty  fcpoys,  to  a(ft  as  bui- 
idck-drivers. 

Every  inconveniency  which  the  fervice  had  fuftained  for  fo  minjr 
years,  this  contraft  was  intended  to  remedy,  and  it  is  in  proof  that 
the  remedy  was  effeAual.  The  directors  very  much  approved  of 
all  the  ii^uiations ;  but  thcy^  thought  that  the  contraA  ihould  hare 
been  advertifed,  though  ft  is  moil  obvious  to  any  man  of  comnidn 
fcafe,  that  under  9  cohtradl  fb  advertifed,  no  fuch  reform  oould 
have  been  eiFedted.  It  appears  alfo  in  evidence,  that  during  the 
war,  the  number  contraflcd  for  never  fufficed  for  the  fervice,  and 
that  extra  bullocks  wck  always  employed. 

My  Lords,  the  next  allegation  is,  that  though  the.  dire6k>r3  had 
condemned  this  contraft  in  ftrong  and  pointed  terms^'and  had  ordgpedt 
that  ooe  year  before  its  expiration,  advcrtifements  (hould  be  liTued 
for  propofals  for  a  new  contrad  upon  the  loweft  terms,  "^  Mr.  Hafc 
lings  neglefted  to  give  fuch  notice,  by  which  negleft  the  con^a^lor 
had  a  right  lo  hold  his  contraft  for  fix  years,  and  that  the  rclin<jtiifli- 
ment  of  this  contract  was  pufchafed  upon  terms  almoft  afi  extravagant 
as  the  contradl  itfelf ;  that  he  then  turned  the  contradl  into  an  agency,* 
Aough  the  diredors  condemned  agencies,  as  uncertain  and  indcHni&S' 
in  their  cxpcnces,  and  where  influence  was  likely  to  prevail  ovcy 
public  advantage.  * 

The  facts,  as  applied  to  this  part  of  the  chajge,  I  believe,  may 
be  ftated  very  fhortly :  by-a  negledt,  which  ought  not  to  be  attri- 
buted to  Mr.  Haftings  alone,  but  to  the  whole  Board,  no  notice 
was  fent  to  the  contratlor,  Mr.  Fergufon,  (to  whom  Mr.  Croftcs 
had  very  early  affigned  the  contradl)  that  the  Board  meant  to  clofc 
the  ^»nccrn  at  the  end  of  the  five  years.  This  gentleman  therefore, 
in  Jahuaiy  1784,  propofed  to  relinquifti  his  contravS  on  certain  con- 
ditions, to  which  the  Board  agreed.  In  the  courfe  of  tJic  corre- 
fpondence,  Mr.  Haftings  obfcrved  what  very  erroneous  opinions  had 
been  formed  in  England  of  the  nature  of  this  contracV,  and  he  laid 
before  the  Board  a  letter  fW>m  Mr.  Fergufon,  in  wliicli  he  declares. 
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tfiat  the  advantages  attending  this  contract,  have  been  moft  abfurdly 
magnified  in  England.  He  oiFered  to  produce  his  books,  which  he 
lays  will  piove,  and  his  book-keeper  attefis  the  tJl^uth  of  the  decla* 
tation,  that  hid  profits  did  not  exceed  1 5  per  cent. ;  and  he  adds^ 
diat  if  the  Marattas  had  entered  Bengal,  as  was  expeded,  he  miA 
have  been  ruined.  No  man  will  conceive  that  15  per  cent,  infuch 
a  concern,  and  fubjedl  to  fuch  a  rifque,  is  in  any  refpeft  an  unrea- 
fcnable  profit.  Mr.  Fergufdn,  who  was  a  merchant  of  high  cha* 
ta£ter  in  Calcutta,  and  who  arrived  in  England,  I  underftand,  dur* 
ing  this  trial,  died  before  the  defence  was  entered  upon>  or  be  coight 
have  confirmed  the  truth  of  his  letter,  by  his  own  tcftimony  at  your 
Lordfliips*  bar. 

The  managers  have  giwn  in  evidence,  a  lettfer  written  by  Mr. 
Hafltngs  to  the  diredors  in  Auguft  1785  from  Cheltenham,  in  or- 
der, as  they  ftate,  to  prove  his  inconfifliency  ;  bocaufe  in  that  letter 
"he  moft  ftrenuoufly  recommends  that  bullocks  fhall  in  future  be  pro- 
vided by  agency ;  all  contrafts,  he  fays,  are  improvident,  and  that 
the  contrad  concluded  on  the  lowed  terms,  is  always  the  cndft  extra* 
Tagant.  My  Lords,  I  can  perceive  nothing  like  inconfiflency  in  this 
opinion.  On  the  contrary,  I  obfcrve,  that  Mr.  Hadings  at  all  timcst 
und  upon  all  occafions,  preferred  agencies  to  contradls. 

In  the  bufinefs  of  the  opium,  it  was  recommended  by  Mr.  Haf- 
dflgS  that  it  (hould  be  procured  by  agency.  The  fait  was  made  and 
ibid  under  an  agency,  and  by  that  means  nearly  a  million  was  added 
by  Mr.  Haftings,  to  the  annual  revenues  of  Bengal.  The  marine 
of  Bengal  was  conduced  under  an  agency ;  and  I  (hall  ftill  haveoc- 
eafion  to  intrude  upon  your  Lordfhips  indulgence,  by  ftating  the  two 
agencies  with  which  this  charge  concludes.  There  appear  to  me  to 
be  but  two  modes  of  providing  for  the  fuccefs  and  the  fafety  of  an 
army  in  India,  in  war:  The  on^  by  u  contract,  on  fuch  fair  and 
Bbcral  terms  as  were  granted  in  the  cafe  of  Mr.  Croftes's  cono'ad, 
or  by  an  agency  in  the  hands  of  men  of  charaflcr  and  honour.  But 
Mr.  Haftings,  in  the  letter  alluded  to  from  Cheltenham,  and  which 
in  all  its  parts  is  well  worthy  your  Lprdihips'  attention,  was  not  in- 
truding his  fentiments  upon  ^thc  Court  of  Directors.  The  fiwS  is, 
that  Sir  Archibald  Campbell,  appointed  Governor  of  Madras  in 
1785^  was  defired  by  the  dircdlors,  previous  to  his  departure  from 
England,  to  form  military  eftablifhments  for  their  feveral  fettlements 
in  India.  The  diredlors,  when  they  were  formed,  thought  proper 
to  tranfmit  them  to  Mr.  Haftings,  then  an  unimpeached  man,  and 
to  defire  his  fentiments  upon  them;  which  he  gives  at  confidcrablc 
length,  and  eamcftly  draws  the  attention  of  the  directors  to  a  ma- 
terial part  of  the  militaiy  detail,  which  Sir  Archibald  Campbell  had 
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{nnitted  to  notice.    He  fays  that  Sir  Eyre  Coote  was  unable  to  pro^ 
fecute  his  fuccefs  in  the  late  war,  becaufe,  though  he  fo  often  beat, 
he  never  was  able  to  purfue,  Hydco  or  to  capture  his  gun$,  which 
he  often  might  have  done  had  he  had  good  bullocl^s  for  his  own 
artillery.    He  therefore  ftrenuoufly  recommends  that  there  fhall  be 
no  more  contrad^s  for  bullocks,  but  that  they  (hajlbe  furniA^ed  hf 
agency.     My  Lords,  ,you  will  perceive  that  Mr.  Haftmgs  alludes 
to  contracts  formed  on  the  principle  fo  ftrenuoufly  contended  for  by 
the  Court  of  Dire(3ors,  namely,  annual  contracts,  granted  by  pub- 
lic advcrtifement,  to  the  lowcft  bidder.      For  venturing  to  break 
through  this  favourite  arrangement  in  the  inftancc  of  Croftcs*s  con* 
trad,  which  was  in. truth  rather' an  agency  than  a  contrail,  bccaufc 
Mr.  Haftings  himfclf  and  Sir  Eyte  Coote  fixed  the  tertps  and  the 
period,  and  felefled  the  perfon  who  was  to  perform  it,  he  has  beert 
impeached  by  the  Commons.     The  experience  of  later  times  has 
fully  juftificd  Mr.  Haftings.    The  noble  Marquis,  when  in  Myfore, 
was  obliged  to  procure  all  the  additional  bullocks. he  could  get  toge<- 
ther,  and  thofe  he  put  under  the  charge  of  an  a^ent  of  his  own  no* 
mination,  declaring  to  the  Governor  and  Council  of  Madras  that 
**  he  was  forry  to  fAv  from  experience,  that  the  bullock  contrad  had 
been  a  delufton  of  a  moft  dangerous  nature  to  a  Commander  in  Chief 
of  an  army."     The  Governor  and  Council  of  Madras,  copying  the 
example  of  the  noble  Marquis,  put  all  the  additional  bulkcks  that 
they  could  procure  under  a  public  agent.    The  govemmait  of  Ben^ 
gal  gave  their  Jentiments  moft  decidedly  to  the  diit^rs  in  the  ab- 
fence  of  Lord  Cornwallis,  in  favour  of  agencies,  though  they  faid 
it  was  not  their  intention  to  confraft  with  the  enormous^evils  liable 
to  arife  from  an  adherence  to  the  contrad  fyftem,  the  advantages  de- 
rivable, under  certaki  circumftances,  from  a  well-regulated  agency ; 
and  the  dirc^ors  diemfdvcsy  convinced  of  the  great  impdicy  of  their 
former  orders,  very  canciidly  admit,  both  in  their  letters  to  Bengal 
and  Madras,  that  the  rcafoiis  afligncd  for  deviating  from  thecontradl 
iyftem  were  very  fatisfaclory.    Such,  my  Lords,  is  thdfclofe  of  this 
buftnefs  ;  and  if  it  (hall  appear  to  your  Lord(bips  as  it  does  to  me^ 
that  Mr.  Haftings  could  not  have  obeyed  the  orders  of  the  dtrc£lors 
Jlagrante  helloy  without  ruin  to  the  army,  you  will  concur  in  nega- 
tiving the  motion  that  I  fliall*  l>avc  the  honour  to  propofe  upon  this 
head  of  the  charge. 

The  hext  fubjedi  is,  the  extra  allowances  .granted  to  Sir  Eyre- 
Coote  in  x  779*  Mr.  Haftings  is  chargt^d  with  adopting  this  mea- 
ftirc  with  a  view  to  increafe  his  own  influence  ;  that  it  was  a  difobe- 
dience  of  pofitive  orders  ;  that  allowances  to  the  amount  of  eight 
thoufand  pounds  a  year  had  been  granted  to  General  Stitiberti  pro.* 
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vinctad  Commander  in  Chief  before  Sir  Eyre  Cootc*s  arrival ;  that 
jribcrc  was  no  pretence  to  continue  the  allbwai;>ces  to  General  Stibbcit 
after  Sir  Eyre  Coote's  arrival ;  but  that  Mr.  Haftings  did  continue 
jthem,  and  allowed  Sir  Eyre  Coote  eighteen  thoufand  pounds  a  year. 

That  in  dhz(\  violation  of  the  treaty  fubfifting  between  the  Com- 
pany and  the  Nabob  Vizier,  he  dircOcd  riiat  when  Sir  Eyre  Coorc 
was  in  Oude,  thefc  extra  allowance?  (bould  bp  carried  to  the  debit 
of  his  account.  * 

This,  my  Lords,  is  the  firft  branch  of  the  charge  t  The  defen- 
dant has  offered  neither  defence  nor  pbfervation  upon  any  part  of  it, 
but  has  left  it  entirely  to  the  judgement  of  your  JL^ordniips,  on  the 
cafe  made  by  the  managers  thennilelvcs. 

In  confidering  this  charge,  I  confefs  there  arc  fomc  Gircumftanccs 
wWch  flrikc  mc,  as  very  fingiilar.    The  mawagers  have  proved  that 
fix  thoufand  pounds  a  year  was  the  falary  jixed  for  the  Commander 
in  Chief  of  all  the  King's  and  Company's  forces  in  India.     When 
Sir  Eyre  Coote  arrived  in  Bengal,  he  propofcd  that  the  allowances 
panted  to  General  Stibbcrt  38  provincial  Commander  in  Chief  (hpi)ld 
devolve  upon  him  ;  but  on  farther  inquirj',  it  was  found  that  they 
had  been  fettled  upon  him,  as  the  olcjjeft  Company's  officer  in  Ben- 
gal, and  that  in  fa<£t,  of  the  thirteen  thoufand  pounds  a  year  which 
Geoeral  Stibbert  received,  nine  thoufand  pounds  a*  year  were  autlio- 
lifcd  by  the  diredlors,  and  that  their  fcntiments  pn  the  additional  al- 
lowances granted  to  him,  Ixad  not  been  received,  but  were  dally  ex- 
pected.   Sir  Eyre  Coote  therefore  propofcd  that  a  field  eftabljflimcnt 
might  be  formed  for  him  and  his  AafF,  adequate  to  his  unavpidable 
additional  expcrtces,  when  abfent  from  Calcutta,  as  he  fupppfed  the 
directors,  when  they  appointed  him,  did  not  conceive  that  he  was 
to  expend  his  private  fortune  in  their  fervice.  ,  It  appeared  pcrfe6lly 
clear  from  Sir  Eyre  Cootc's  minpte,  that  General  Clavering  had  HJ- 
prcfonted  to  the  directors,  how  vcr)'  inadequate  his  falar}'  mqft  te 
lor  defraying  his  extraordinary  ex  pence  s  out  of  Calcutta.      It  is  in 
my  opinion  beyond  a  doubt,  that  in  fomc  mode  or  other  General 
Clavering  muft  have  drawn  extra  allowances,  had  he  taken  the  field; 
but  it  fo  happened,  that  from  October  1774,  when  Sir  John  Cla- 
vering arri^d  in  Calcutta,  to  Auguft  1777,  when  he  died,  Bengal 
enjoyed  profound  peace,  and  the  General  never  was  twenty  miles 
out  of  Calcutta,  and  faw  no  part  of  the  large  army  he  commanded, 
except  the  corps  quartered  in  or  near  the  prefidency.     In  the  time 
of  Sir  Eyre  Coote,  the  cafe  was  materially  diffcfent.     He  arrived  ia 
April  1779,  during  the  war  with  France,  and  when  a  Marattawar 
w;is  hourly  cxpeftcd.     He  ver)'  wifely  and   properly  determincdi 
1x1  the  execution  of  his  duty  as  Commander  in  Chief,  to  viCt  the 
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feveral  military  ftations  ;  and  it  could  hardly  be  expefled,  as  Mr. 
Haftings  very  juftly  obfcrved,  that  he  was  to  perform  this  cxpenfive 
fcrricc  for  fix  thoufand  pounds  a  year,  when  the  directors  diemfelvcs 
permitted  General  Sribbcrt  to  draw  more  than  that  fum  a  year  for 
the  expcnce  of  his  table. 

Mr.  Haftings  therefore  propofod  field  allowances  for  Sir  Eyre 
Coote  and  his  ftaff,  amounting  to  the  fum  mentioned  in  the  charge  ; 
but  they  were  only  to  be  received  in  the  field.  When  the  General 
returned  to  Calcutta  the  allowances  were  to  ceafe,  Mr.  Francis 
and  Mr.  Wheler  oppofed  this  anangcmcnt,  as  contrary  to  the  di- 
rcclors'pofitive  orders,  which  precluded  them  from  exercifing  any 
difcrction  of  their  own.  Mr.  Haftings  contended  that  it  was  abfo- 
lately  impoffible  the  orders  could  apply  to  the  cafe  before  them  ;  that 
it  was  a  violation  of  every  military  principle  to  rcftridl  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief  to  half  the  emoluments  granted  to  the  fecond  ii^ 
command  ;'and  the  majority  agreed  to  the  allowance.  The  General 
left  Calcutta  to  review  the  army  in  Auguft  1779,  when  the  pay- 
ment of  thefc  allowances  commenced.  After  his  departure  Mr. 
Ihflings  propofeJ,  that  as  long  as  the  General  fhould  remain  in 
Oadc,  thefe  extra  allowances  (hould  be  paid  by  the  Nabob  Vizier.  * 
This  arrangement  Mr.  Francis  oppofed,-  on  the  ground  aflumcd 
llnce  in  the  charge  ;  that  it  was  a  breach  of  the  trc:ity  with  the  Na- 
bob Vixier,  who  was  only  bound  to  pay,  by  the  terms  of  the  treaty, 
tvfo  lacks  and  fixty  thoufand  rupees  a  month  for  a  brigt^de.  To  this 
remark  Mr.  Haftings  very  clearly  replied,  that,  fubfequcat  to  that 
treaty,  a  confiderablc  body  of  troops  in  addition  to  the  brij^dc  were 
ftationcd  in  Oudc  on  the  Nabob's  application,  the  pay  :it\A  contin- 
gencies of  which  the  Nabob  defrayed  ;  and  the  prt  fence  of  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief  being  abfoliitely  neceflary  in  Oiide,  the  (juciVion 
was,  whether  it  would  be  unreafonablc  to  call  upon  the  Nabob  to 
defray  the  exfxrnce  of  the  extra  allowances.  The  majority  concorrod 
widi  Mr.  Haftings,  and  the  Nabob,  with  the  utmoft  chciirfaln  .Is, 
confented  to  pay  the  allowances.  He  did  not  concur  with  the  ma- 
nagers in  deeming  that  deniand  a  flagrant  breach  of  treaty. 

I  believe,  my  Lords,  this  is  the  whole  evidence  to  the  firft  branch 
of  the  charge.  It  is  next  alledged,  that  the  directors  ordered  thcfo 
extra  allowances  to  be  ftruck  off  by  a  letter,  dated  the  1 8  th  of  Oc- 
tober 1780,  that  they  were  ftruck  off  accordingly,  but  that  Mr. 
Haftings  of  his  own  private  authority  continued  to  Sir  Eyre  Co'.jre 
certain  large  allowances,  amounting  to  twenty-one  thoufand  fix  h  ju  - 
dred  pounds  a  year,  which  W'cre  paid  by  the  Nabob  Vizier. 

My  Lords,  to  the  latter  part  of  this  charge  the  managcr>  h.i  ^^c 
DO  fort  of  evidence  except  the  admiffion  of  Mr.  Haftings  himfUf. 

VoL.XLU.  ^A 
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It  appears  by  that  evidence,  that  as  foon  as  the  order  from  the  di- 

redors  for  ftrikingofFthcfe  extra  allowances  arrived  in  Bengal,  Mr. 
Haftings^and  his  council  ordered  all  farthcfi  payments  to  be  difconti- 
nued.  The  fituation  of  Sir  Eyre  Coote,  when  the  direGors  thought 
proper  to  (hew  fo  marked  a  difrcgard  to  liis  fervices,  was  critical  in- 
deed. Hyder  Ally,  with  a  conquering  army,  was  in  his  front,  and 
that  circumftance  alone  prevented  the  General  from  immediately 
quitting  India.  The  directors  ^cro  not  pleafed  to  take  any  notice 
of  the  extra  allowances  drawn  under  the  appointment  of  the  Board, 
by  General  Siibbert,  the  provifional  Commander  in  Chief  of  Bengal ; 
jind  Sir  Eyre  Coote,  the  Commander  in  Chief  of  all  their  forces, 
on  whofe  zeal  and  attachment  their  very  exiftencc  ihen  depended, 
was  ordered  to  keep  the  field  upon  lefs  than  one  half  of  the  pay  and 
allowances  granted  to  General  Stibbert.  After  ferving  two  fucccfs- 
ful  campaigns  upon  the  coaft,  Sir  Eyre  Coote  took  the  opportunity 
pf  the  rainy  fcafon  to  return  for  a  few  months  to  Bengal.  He  ar- 
rived in  Calcutta  in  November  1782,  and  again  embarked  f^r 
Madras  in  March  1 7S3,  carrying  with  him  a  large  fupply  of  trea- 
fure,  a  reinforcement  of  tri^xips,  and  wifhing  mod  anxioufly  to  re- 
tain life  long  enough  to  take  Mr.  Bufly  a  fecond  time.  That  dif- 
tinguifhed  officer  was  taken  by  Sir  Eyre  Coote  at  the  battle  of  Vandc- 
wafli  in  1760,  and  in  the  year  1783  he  commanded  three  thoufand 
FreiKh  troops,  and  a  party  of  Tippoo's  forces  at  CtiJdalore.  My 
Lords,  this  was  a  point  of  fuch  inrtnite  moment,  that  every  leficr 
confideraiion  naturally  gave  way  before  it.  In  this  critical  fituation 
of  public  affairs,  Mr.  Crcftes,  who  was  the  attorney  of  Sir  Eyre 
Coote,  wrote  a  letter  to  Mr.  Briftow,  of  which  the  latter  gentleman 
fcnt  a  copy  to  the  Governor  General  and  Council,  after  the  depar- 
ture of  Mr.  Haftings.  In  that  letter  Croftes  tells  Briftow  that  fome 
field  allowances  are  due  to  Sir  Eyre  Cix)te  from  the  Nabob  Vizier, 
fince  Augufl  1782;  tliat  the  Governor  had  requeftcd  Croftes  to  write 
to  Briflow  to  receive  and  retpit  the  arrear,  and  to  receive  tlic  pay- 
ment in  future,  month  bv  month,  as  it  became  due. 

To  evidence  fo  introduced  before  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  Mr. 
Haftings,  much  to  his  honour,  I  think,  made  no  objection.  I 
will  read  to  your  Lordfliips  his  defence  to  diis  chaige  of  the  Com- 
mons: 

"  By  what  authority  Sir  Eyre  Coote  continued  to  receive  this  al- 
lowance from  the  Nabob  Vizier,  I  know  not ;  but  I  have  a  faint 
recollection  of  Mr.  Croftes  having  mentioned  the  circumAanee  to 
me,  in  the  month  of  Januar)'  1783,  and  I  have  no  doubt  of  his 
having  received  my  authority  to  write  to  Mr.  Briftow.  Sir  Eyre 
Coote  was  tlien  on  the  point  of  returning  to  Madras,  with'  a  confti- 
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tution  worn  out  in  the  public  fervicc,  by  exertions  almo(^  beyond 
belief.  His  life  was  of  the  utmoft  importance :  I  had  not  a  doubt 
of  bis  fucccfs  Pgainft  Mr.  Buffy,  could  he  have  arrived  in  tolerable 
health  upon  the  coaft.  This  was  not  a  time  for  me  to  difpute  any 
point  that  could  add  to  his  chagrin/  His  expenccs'  were  confider- 
ablc — He  had  three  fcparatc  eftabliflimcnts— one  at  Calcutta  ;  one 
at  Madras ;  and  a  third  in  the  field.  The  allowance,  as  I  under* 
flood,  was  voluntarily  paid  by  the  Vizier.  I  could  have  had  no 
private  iritereft  of  my  own  to  gratify  at  any  period  of  our  oonn^dlion, 
more  cfpccially  at  a  moment  when  the  whole  world  knew  that  Sir 
Eyre  Cootc  could  not  live  fix  months,  having,  when  he  returned  to 
Madras,  as  he  truly  faid,  one  foot  in  the  grave,  and  the  other  at 
the  edge  of  it/* 

Such,  my  Lords,  is  the  account  given  by  Mr.  Haftings— the 
account  which  the  managers  thought  proper  to  read,  and  which  they 
lave  not  attempted  to  difprove  in  arty  one  part  of  it.  It  is  impofli- 
ble,  therefore,  to  impute  Mr.  Haftings's  conduft  to  any  other  than 
public  motives,  and  zeal  for  the  welfare  of  his  employers.  Sir 
Eyre  Coote,  as  your  Lord(hips  know,  did  not  live  to  efFcft  that 
important  fervicc  which  both  himfelf  and  Mr.  Haftings  had  fo  much 
at  heart.  He  embarked  in  one  of  the  Company's  armed  fliips,  and 
was  chafed  by  three  French  frigates  from  Balafore  roads  to  Fort  St. 
George :  The  (hip  was  prefervcd  by  the  fupcrior  fkill  of  the  Englifti 
Captain.  The  anxiety  of  Sir  Eyre  Coote  would  not  permit  him  to 
leave  the  deck,  night  or  day,  during  the  clwfe. — The  ftrugglc  and 
agitation  was  too  much  for  his  weak  and  debilitated  frame  jo  furvive.  ^ 
He  preferved  his  recolle(^ion  long  enough  after  the  (hip  came  to  an- 
chor off  Fort  St.  George,  to  exprcfs  his  warmcft  acknowledgements 
to  the  Captain,  and  to  confer  upon  htm  a  token  of  his  gratitude. 
He  then  funk  fenfclcfs  on  the  deck,  was  carried  on  (hore  in  that  fi- 
tuatioOj  and  died  on  tJle  next  day.  Neither  the  nation  nor  the  Eaft- 
India  Company  were  infenfible  to  his  merits  and  fcrvices — The  two 
Houfes  of  Parliament  were  unanimous  in  voting  him  their  thanks 
for  his  exertions,  and  the  Company  h^^rc  crcdcd  to  his  memory  a. 
monument  inWcftminftcr  Abbey,  and  a  ftatue  at  the  India  Houfe. 
It  refts  with  your  Lordfhips  to  determine  whether  Mr.  Haftings » 
ought  to  be  condemned  for  the  fhare  vvhich  he  had  in  fixing  an  cftab- 
Ufhment  for  Sir  Eyre  Coote,  barely  adequate  to  his  neceflary  expcnces 
in  the  field. 

I  fhall  now  proceed  to  confider  the  evidence  wliich  has  been  given 
by  the  managers  and  the  defendant's  counfel  on  the  agency  of  Mr. 
Auriol.  The  Commons  charge,  that  the  defendant,  iit  farther  pur- 
iuaiKe  of  Ihe  fame  prcdigs^l  and  corn^  fyftem  of  government,  ap* 
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pointed  James  Peter  Auriol,  Efq.  agent  of  fuppUes  for  the  prefidcncy 
of  Madras  In  December  1780^  when  there  was  a  great  fcarcity  of 
provifions  at  that  fettlcnicnt :  That  the  defendant  gave  him  fifteen 
■per  cent,  commiffion,  though  Auriol  had  only  required  tlie  ufual 
commidlon,  which  was  five  per  cent,  as  the  defendant  well  knew : 
That  he  alfo  appointed  Auriol  agent  for  the  fupply  of  the  otlier  p^'e- 
fidenctes :  That  he  fcand;iloufly  and  illegal! v  declared  this  agency  to 
be  ^  reward  for  his  long  and  labv)rious  ferviccs  as  fccretary :  That 
his  gain  at  fifrcen  per  cent,  being  exorbitant,  Mr.  Haftings,  on  the 
2 5 til  of  Matcli  1 7  B  2,  reduced  it  to  five  per  cent,  on  all  the  expcn- 
ces  of  freight,  &:c.  and  litrccn  per  cent,  on  the  purchafes :  That  the 
pjovi lions  fupplied  were  often  bad,  n()r  agreeable  to  mufters,  of  (bort 
wclgiit ;  and  that  Mr.  Haftings  difcouraged  all  juft  inquiry  intofuch 
complaints. 

The  evidence  upon  this  agency  is  fo  exceedingly  clear,  and  all 
•  that  is  important  lies  in  fo  very  narrow  a  compafs,  that  I  ihall^not 
take  up  much  of  your  Lordfhips'  time  in  referring  to -it. 

It  appears  that  a  very  early  confcquence  of  Hyder's  invafion  of 
the  Carnatic  was,  an  extreme  fcarcity  of  grain  at  Madras,  and  a 
ftrong  apprchcniion  of  famine,  unlcfs  relieved  by  the  exertions  of 
the  Bengnl  government.  Confidcrabic  fupplies  of  provifions  were 
fcnt  from  Biiir«1  in  the  months  of  0<Slobcr  and  November  1780. 

Sir  Eyre  Ccuie,  who  arri  vfd  at  IVIadras  early  in  November  1780, 
g^vc  to  Mr.  Haftings  a  moft  gl(X)my  pidure  of  tlityftate  of  the  Car- 
natie,  and  frankly  told  him,  that  Madras  mull  depend  upon  him 
for  men,  nu)ncy,  and  provifions.  The  government  of  Fort  St. 
George  i.invlc  llmllar  rcjTcfiftitations,  and  they  were  farther  enforced 
by  t!;c  wo'}:  prcfiing  private  letters  from  Mr.  Smith,  the  Governor 
of  Madra?,   to  Mr.  Hafiiniis. 

It  was  in  this  flatc  of  affairs,  that  Mr.  Auriol  the  fecrctaiy  pro- 
pofed  to  eoniradi  for  tlic  fupply  of  a  very  confidinrable  quantity  of 
grain  and  provifions,  to  be  delivered  on  certain  terms  at  Madras, 
or,  as  their  w'nnts  were  mod  urgent,  tofumilh  every  poflTible  aflift- 
ance,  and  to  be  indulged  with  the  ufual  coromifiion  for  his  trouble ; 
the  latter  propofal  was  accepted,  and  Mr.  Auriol  was  appointed  agent 
of  fupplies  with  a  commiflTion  of  15  percent*  New,  my  Lords, 
the  Man  i2:crs  affert  that  the  ufual  commiffion  of  merchants  was"  5 
per  cent,  and  they  have  proved  it  to  fee  fo :  Bur  the  defendant's 
ctHjnfel,  on  the  other  hand,.  Iiave  brought  full  proof,  that  where 
ilores  a.?  furnifticd  Ly  individuals  in  the  Company's  fcrvicc,  the 
.  coinmifiioii  iias  been  1 5  per  cent. ;  fo  that  there  can  be  no  doubt, 
but  tint  when  Mr.  Auriol  propofed  t;)  take  the  ufual  comtniflion, 
he  meant  that  commiflion  which  every  pcrfon  in  the  Company's 
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fcrvicc,  when  employed  to  purchafe  flares  or  provifions,  did  adluallj 
receive. 

The  fupplies  required  at  Fort  St.  George  were  fo  vcrj^  confider- 
able,  that  the  commiffionj^f  1 5  per  cent,  though  fixed  agreeably  tof 
eikblifhed  pradice,  was  reduced  to  5  per  cent,  on  all  charges.  The 
Court  of  DireAorSy  in  July  1782,  expreffed  their  difapprobation 
of  this  agency,  and  it  was  accordingly  annulled.  But,  mytLords, 
it  is  abfolutely  impoflible  for  any  fair  or  candid  man  to  read  the 
evidence  which  has  been  pven  up6n  this  charge,  without  concurring 
entirely  in  the  juftice  of  the  expreflions  faid  to  have  been  uttered  in 
another  place  *— *f  That  Mr.  Hadings  had  the  merit  of  having 
faved  a  whole  people  from  perilhing  by  famine,  and  of  doing  it  in 
die  moft  eeoonomical  way  poffible." — It  appears  by  the  letters  on 
your  Lordfliips  minutes,  that  Lord  Macartney,  after  he  had  fucceeded 
to  the  government  of  Fort  St.  George,  expreffed  his  fenfe  of  the 
exertions  of  the  Bengal  Government  in  the  fhongcil  terms.  He  at^^ 
tributed  the  prefervation  of  the  Carnatic  to  the  zealous  and  judicious 
efibrts  and  exertions  of  the  Governor  General  and  Council. 

On  the  31ft  of  Oflobcr  178 1,  Lord  Macartney,  in  a  letter  to 
the  Court  of  Directors,  fays,  **  I  am  happy  to  do  juftice  to  the 
Governor  General  and  Council  of  Bengal,  for  their  great  exertions 
in  fupplying  us  with  money  and  provifions  ;  to  thofe  exertions  I  con-, 
fider  the  prefervation  of  this  fcttlemont  to.  be  in  a  great  meafure 
owing. 

Your  Lordihips  will  find,  on  a  c6mparifon  between  the  expence 
of  the  rice  furnifhed  by  contraft,  and  of  that  which  was  fupplied 
under  the  agency  of  #Mr.  Auriol,  thatfthe  httev  was  a  cheaper  and 
by  far  a  better  mode  of  fupply,  and  indeed  it  feems  now  to  be  the 
univerfal  opinion  of  gentlemen  in  office  in  India,  that  it  is  infinitely 
more  for  the  advantage  of  the  public  fervice,  more  efpecially  in  time 
of  war,  to  confide  in  agents,  who  are  men  of  hoiiour,  than  in  con- 
tra<aors. 

The  Commoris  alledge,  that  the  provifions  fumiihed  by  Mr.  Au- 
riol were  of  a  bad  quality ;  but  it  is  ftiUy  efiabli(hed  by  the  evidence^* 
that  infinite  pains  were  taken  to  procure  provifions  of  the  bcft  qua- 
lity, that  thofe  endeavours  were  attended  with  the  completeft  fuccefs, 
except  in  the  inftance,  wh^re  the  applications  from  Madras  were  to 
cxceeditigly  prefling,  that  <hc  agents  bought  up  rice  wherever  it  could 
be  prociyed,  and  a  fmall  part  of  it  being  expofcd  to  the  rain,  be- 
came damaged  i  and  in  another  inftance,  a  few  bags  of  rice  were 

•  By  Mr.  Pitt,  whenheoppofed  this  charge  in  the  lare  Houfc  ct  C.vn- 
niong,  in  April  1787. 
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ftolcn.  Thcfc,  I  tliink,  are  the  only  infhnces  of  fsalure»  both  of 
which  were  owing  to  accident,  in  the  execution  of  this  agency ;  and 
it  appciirs  lo  me,  that  Mr.  Haflings  could  not  have  placed  fo  im- 
portant a  truft  in  better  hands. 

The  next,  and  the  clofing  allegation  in  this  article,  is  the  agency 
of  Mr.  Belli.  Mr.  HaAings  is  charged  with  grantii^  this  agency 
on  very  extravagant  terms,  to  his  private  fccretar7.  The  evidence 
fets  this  tranfadion  alfo  in  fo  very  clear  a  pt^int  of  view,  ihat  I  ima- 
gine I  need  not  detain  your  Lordfhips  with  many  obiervations  upon 
it.  Of  the  propriety  of  keeping  up  a  proper  fupply  of  provifions  in 
Fort^  William, '  none  of  your  Lord(hips  will  entertain  a  doubt.  A 
reference  was  made  bv  the  Board  to  three  merchants  in  Calcutta,  in 
order  to  know  what  would  be  the  rate  of  commifllon  at  which  a  cer- 
tain quantity  of  proviHons,  of  a  pprifhable  nature,  could  be  kept  in 
Fort  William-  The  merchants  reported  tliat  the  fcrvice  opuld  not 
be  done  for  Itfs  tlian  twenty  per  cent.  By  examining  the  accounts 
of  a  ftorc-kcepcr,  it  appeared,  that  on  many  of  the  artieks  furnifhed 
by  him,  there  had  been  a  lofs  of  ninety  per  cent. ;  and  the  Board 
ultimately  fixed  the  allowance  at  thirty  per  cent.  General  Clavcr- 
ing  ftrongly  oppofed  the  terms  of  this  agency,  and  calculated  that 
the  profits  would  amount  to  thirty  thoufand  pounds  in  three  y(^rs. 
Tjlr.  Haftings  feeling  tlic  language  in  which  the  dilTcnt  wascou(}ied 
as  in  fomc- degree  perfonal,  after  controverting  General  Clavcring's 
calcuhtions,  declared,  that  the  accounts  of^the  agents  (hould  bqji^n 
tft  tlie  infj^edfion  of  the  Company,  and  that  if  the  dire<5\ors  thought, 
the  profits  t(xi  great,  he  would  be  rcfp^nfible  for  Mr.  Belli's  paying 
the  fur  pi  us  into  the  public  trcifur}'.  Mr.  Haftings  added,  that  the 
proper  fupply  of  Fort  William  with  every  requifite  fer  aficgc,  was 
a  concern  for  which,  as  Governor  of  that  garrifon,  he  was  d'pecially 
rcfponlibic,  and  that  he  had  confided  the  charge <to  a  man  who  he 
knew  would  difcharge  the  duty  with  fidelity  and  honour. 

The  diredors,  my  Lords,  thought  proper  to  adopt  all  the  calcu- 
lations of  General  Clavering ;  .that  is,  they  fuppofed  that  the  prtfBts 
of  this  ngeucy  would  amount  to  thirty  thoufand  pounds  in^hree  years ; 
tlicy  dircdt,  therefore,  that  the  agency  be  reduced  to  twenty  per  cent. 
and  that  Mr.  Haftings  fliould  pay,  or  caufc  to  be  paid,  ten  thbufand 
pounds  into  the  tieafury.  Before  this  order  reached  Bengal,  Mr. ' 
Belli,  in  the  form  of  a  (iontwd,  was  bound  to  fupply  Fort  WiUiam 
with  provifions  for  five  years,  from  September  1779,  on  tfai|terms 
of  his  agency :  When  the  letter  of  the  direftors  was  referred  to 
Mr.  Belli,  he  declared  that  it  would  be  abfolutely  impoffible  for  him 
to  go  on  at  t\^xnty  per  cent.';  and  he  was  convinced  that  the  direc- 
tors would  not  defire  him  to  pay  ten  thoufand  pounds,  when  they 
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knew  that  his  whole  profits  for  three  years,  on  a  very  troublefomc 
'and  precarious  ageAcy,  had  not  exceeded  that  fum  :  That  the  direc- 
tors, a3opting  General  Claveritig's  calculations,  concluded  that  he 
'  had  made  thirty  thoufand  poinds  in  three  years,  of  which  they  per-  * 
mitted  him  to  retain  twenty,  and  to  pay  the  other  ten  into  the  pub- 
lic treafury ;  whereas,  in  truth,  he  had  made  but  ten  thoufand 
pounds,  onjy  one  half  of  the  profit  which  the  Company  were  willing 
ta  allow  him.  ' 

My  Lords,  this  r^prefentation  was  tranfmitted  to  the  diredlors, 
and  I  can  only  fuppofe  they  conceived  it  to  be  perfectly  fa'tlsfadfory, 
from  the  circumftance  of  their  total  filence  on  that  fubjed,  from  the 
year  1 7  80  to  this  day.         ,  ^ 

Part  of  the  ftores  laid  in  by  Mr.  Belli  were  fold  in  December 
1784.;  the  price  charged  to  the  Company  for  thofe  ftores  wa>  two 
thoufand  fix  hundred  and  ninety  pounds — they  fold  for  fi3ur  thoufanS 
five  hundred  and  twenty  pounds.  The  circumftance  was  noticed 
to  the  Company,  and  in  the  anfwcr  of  the  directors,  dated  in  March 
1787,  they  fpcak  in  very  high  terms  of  the  affiduity  and  fidclit)'  cf 
Mr.  Belli.  My  Lords,  this  gentleman  came  to  England  in  1785^ 
and  continued  fome  years,  to  be  examined  as  a  witnefs;  but  the 
managers  not  chufing  to  call  him,  and  MrrHaftings,  unwilling  to 
detain  him  longer  at  a  manifefl>inconveniency,  he  returned  in  the 
year  M93  to  Bengal ;  he  liad  remained  beyond  the  period  prefcribed  / 
-by  law,  arft  if  was  neccflary  that  he  (hould  be  rc-appointed  to  the 
fcrvice,  by  a  vote  of  three  fourths  of  the  direcSlors,  and  three  fourths 
of  the  proprietors :  He  had  the  plcafure  and  fatisfaition,  however, 
of  having  been  unanimouily  re-appointed  by  both  thofe  refpeftable 
bodies  ;  and  it  certainly  appears,  both  in  the  inftancc  of  this  gentle- 
man and  Mr.  Aurid,  that  Mr.  Hifftings  fixed  upon  men  of  fiair 
and  honn^blc  characters  to  execute  two  very  important  agencies. 
I  have  now,  my  Lords,  gon^  through  thti  whole  of  the  fourth 
article  It  was  preferred  by  the  Commons  on  two  grounds. — The 
firft,  as  the  tn|nagcrs  ftated,  in  order  to  repel  a  defence  whfch  they 
fuppofed  Mr.  Haftings  might  fct  up»  againft  the  articles  called  Be- 
nares, afltt  the  Princcfics  of  Oude.  It  was  prefumed,  that  he 
would  defend  himfelf  from  thofe  charges,  on  the  plea  of  State 
ncccflity  ;  and  the  managers  attempted  to  prove  to  youf  Lordlhips, 
that  all  the  money  obtained  from  Benares  and  Oude,  was  expended 
in  thefe  improvident  contradls  and  agencies.  YourLord{h^)s,  who 
have  heard  the  defence  of  Mr.  Haftings,  well  know,  that  though 
he  has  fully  proved  the  neceflity  under  which  he  laboured,  and  that 
India  was  in  hOi  faved  by  the  meafures  he  adopted  while  at  Benares, 
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he  did  not  in'any  degree  reft  his  defence  upon  that  ground,  but  re- 
lied upon  the  juftice  of  the  a6ts  thcmfelvcs  for  his  exculpation. 

The  fccond  charge  in  this  article  is,  that  he  gave  thefe  contracts 
and  agencies,  in  order  to  acquire  f6r  his  dependants  exorbitant 
weahh,  and  to  fecurc  himfelf  from  puniihment  for  the  many  un- 
jufufiablc  adts  by  him  done,  and  commitred,  from  the  undue  influ- 
ence which  he  (hould  acquire  by  this  mode  of  difpcnfing  favours. 

Mr.  Croftcs,  to  whom  the  bullock  contratfi  was  given,  had  cer- 
tainly none  of  thofe  political  conncdtions  which  are  alluded  to  in  the 
charges ;  and  that  gentleman,  as  I  am  informed,  died  infolvent, 
after  Mr.  Haftings  had  quitted  India. 

Mr.  Sulivan,  #ho  had  the  opium  contrail,  though  he  was  the 
fon  of  a  gentleman  who  had  been  often  the  Chairman  of  the  Eaft- 
India  Company,  had  the  opium  contradl  for  the  fame  period,  and 
hn  the  fame  terms  with  Mr.  Mackenzie,  and  to  the  latccj  gentle- 
man it  was  given  unanimoufly  in  1777,  and  renewed  to  him  by 
an  unanimous  vote  of  the  Council  in  1780. 
•  Mr.  Auriol,  who  had  the  agency  f©r  provifions,  was  tlie  public 
fecretary  of  the  Government  of  Bengal — a  gentleman  of  very  fair 
chara£ler,  whofe  honourable  difcharge  of  fo  important  a  truft  evinced 
the  propriety  of  Mr.  Htftings's  (cledtion. 

Mr.  Belli,  who  fugplicd  the  garrifon  of  Fort  William  with  pro- 
vifions,  was  the  private  fecretary  of  Mr.  Haftings — a  man,^hofc 
probity  was  fully  acknowledged  by  the  Court  of  DircdlSrs  and  the 
Board  of  Control,  and  fo  circumfcribcd  in  his  fortune,  that  he  was 
under  the  neceffity  of  returning  again  to  India  two  years  ago,  in  the 
Company's  fervicc. 

Sir  Eyre  Coote  was  known  to  be  at  the  point  of  death  when  the 
letter  was  written,  which  laid -the  foundation  lof  this  part  of  the 
charge,  and  it  does  not  appear,  upon  any  fair  reafoning,  that  Mr. 
Haftii^s,  in  any  of  tj^tk  tranfadliOns,  had  an  idea  of  eftablUhing 
a  political  intereftin  tlils  country,  which  might  fcreen  himfelfj^rom 
puniftimfent,  or  even  from  inquiry.  I  will  not  detap  your  Lord- 
fhips  any  longer,  and  beg  leavp  to  move,  "  That  the  Commons 
have  made  good  the  chai^ges  ajledged  a;;ninft  Warren  Hafti(%!»,  Efq. 
contained  in  the  fourth  article,  refpecling  the  opium  contradl,  the 
fmiiggling  the  opiunoi  to  China,  the  allowances  to  Sir  Eyre  Coote, 
ttic  bullock  contradl,  the  agencies  of  Mr.  Auriol  and  Mr.  Belli." 

The  Biftipp  of  ROCHESTER  faid,    he  would  trouble  their 

fx>rd{hli)s  with  a  few  words  upon  the  only  one  of  the  five  allegations 

in  this  article,  on  which  the  fmalleft  degree  of  doubt  exifted  in  his 

r  mind  i    he  meant  the  opium  contracSt  granted  to  Mr.  Sulivan  in 

1 781.     The  opium  contraft  had,  he  obfervcd,  been  much  relied 
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on  by  the  Managers,  and  certainly  had  been  attended  with  circum- 
Aances  of  a  queftionable  nature.  In  order  to  Acw  in  what  light  he 
underiiood  this  part  of  the  fourth  article,  his  Lordfhip  referred  to 
the  material  parts  of  the  evidence,  beginning  with  taking  notice  of 
the  letter  0f  the  Direddrs  to  the  Council,  March  29,  1774,  di- 
reding  that  all  contradls  (hould  be  publicly  advertifed,  fealcd  pro- 
pofals  received,  and  the  preference  given  to  the  lowed  bidder,  fuifi- 
cient  fecurity  for  his  faithful  difcharge  of  the  conditions  of  his  con- 
trad  being  at  the  fame  time  taken.  He  next  traced  all  the  tran- 
fa6lions  in  evidence,  from  the  granting  it  to  Mr.  Mackenzie  in 
X777,  on  a  contraft  for  three  years,  to  the  fale  of  it  by  Mr.  Benn 
to  Mr.  Young  in  April  1781,  including  the  cenfure  conveyed  by 
the  Dirc<ftors  in  their  letter  of  December  23,  1778,  on  the  Coun* 
cil,  for  having  pmitted  to  advertife  for  prdpofals,  previous  to  their 
contraifting  with  Mr.  Mackenzie  for  three  years.  The  learned  Pre- 
late fully  concurred  with  Lord  Thurlow,  in  thinking  it  very  extra- 
ordinary that  the  charge  omitted  to  notice  the  contradt  granted  to 
Mr.  Mackenzie  in  1 780  :  He  referred  to  the  minute  of  the  Board, 
in  which  Mr.  Haftings  recommended  to  the  Council,  that  the  opium 
contraft  be  granted  to  Mr.  Stephen  Sulivan  for  four  years,  the  re- 
folution  of  the  Council  fo  to  grant  it,  the  reduction  of  the  penalty 
on  the  opium  contra6^,  the  abolition  of  the  infpeftors,  and  the  falc 
of  the  contraS  by  Sulivan  to  Mr.  Benn  for  350,000  ficca  rupees 
before  the  execution  of  any  part  of  the  contradV.  His  Lord(hip  di- 
lated upon  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Benn  and  Mr.  Young,  and  made  a 
variety  of  obfervations  upon  each  fed  dated  by  them,  as  he  came  to 
the  mention  of  it,  (hewing  what  grounds  of  a  juftificatory  nature 
had  been  eftablifhed  by  the  tcftimony  of  the  witncffcs  to  qualify  thofe 
facts,  and  prove  that  they  had  neither  originated  from  a  corrupt  mo-  » 
tive  nor  a  crimial  intention  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Haftings. 

The  learned  Prelate  faid,  there  was  certainly  no  proof  that  Mr. 
Haftings  knew  any  thing  of  the  tranfadions  between  Sulivan,  Benn, 
and  Younge ;  at  the  fame  time,  if  the  contract  had  been  publicly  ad- 
vertifed, and  there  had  been  others  to  bid  low,  Young  would  have 
taken  it  from  the  Company  at  the  price  which  he  gtjve  Benn  for  it, 
and  in  that  event  the  Company  would  have  gained  the  fourteen 
thoufand  nine  hundred  pounds  a  year,  for  five  years,  which  was  di- 
vided between  Benn  and  Sulivan:  But,  his  Lord  (hip  foid,  he  was 
at  a  lofs  how  to  treat  the  iornorance  of  the  whole  Board  on  this  fub- 
jeft  of  opium,  afrer  they  had  taken  every  pains  to  get  information. 
As  acrime  excluiively  in  Mr.  Haftings,  and  as  a  crime  meriting  im-  . 
peachment,  it  might  be  the  ground  of  a  civil  adlii>n  from  the  Com- 
pany, if  diey  had  thought  proper  totally  to  forget  the  many  impor- 
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tant  fervices  of  Mr.  Haftings,  and  to  forget  alfo,  that  they  wtte  in- 
debted to  him  alone  for  this  valuable  branch  of  revenue.     He  did 
not  believe  that  any  Member  of  the  Board  conceived  fhat  the  Di-' 
rectors'  orders  relative  to  contrads>  applied  to  this  brands  of  the 
public  revenue.     The  Company,  however,  entertained  very  tiifie* 
Tcnt  and  more  grateful  fentiments  towards  Mr.  Haftings  -,  die  pro* 
prietors  had  repeatedly  returned  him  their  thanks,  and  on  his  final 
refignation  of  the  fcrvice,  and  after  his  arrival  in  England,  the  Court 
of  Directors  unanimoufly  returned  him  their  thanks,  for  his  long, 
faithful,  and  important  fervices — your  Lord{hips  will  find  them  in 
evidence.     The  learned  Prelate  therefore  contended,   that  until  he 
was  better  informed,    he  (hould  continue  to  believe  that  there  was 
really  no  crime  charged  which  could  be  properly  cognizable  b^  im- 
peachment, and  that  it  was  a  matter  between  Mr.  Hafiings  and  the 
Eaft- India  Company. 

The  Earl  of  CAERNARVON  faid,  he  was  induced,  by  wtert 
had  fallen  from  the  learned  Prelate,  to  detain  them  for  a  fir^e  mi- 
nute, and  it  (hould  be  but  for  a  minute :  He  faid,  that  by  the  ad 
of  the  1 3th  of  the  prcfcnt  King,  the  Governor  General  and  Coun- 
cil were  to  obey  all  orders  iflucd  by  the  Diredtors  ;  that,  therefore, 
the  not  advertiiing  and  putting  a  contracS):  to.  public  audion  was  a 
breach  of  their  (landing  orders.  His  Lordfhip  added,  diat  it  was 
highly  neceffary  to  reprobate  every  improper  expenditure  of  the  pu!>- 
lic  money :  And  the  noble  Earl  then  read  an  extradt  from  a  letter 
written  by  Mr.  Haftings  to  the  Directors,  in  which  he  tells  them, 
that  the  fervicc  is  loaded  with  gentlemen  of  high  connexions  in  Eng- 
land,, who  expedt  to  acquire  rapid  fortunes,  and  arc  fent  out  to  In* 
dia  with  that  view  folely. 

After  fcveral  ftrong  animad  vcrfions  on  the  granting  the  opium  con- 
traft  for  four  years  to  Mr.  Sulivan,  who  neither  poiTeflfed,  nor  pre- 
tended to  poffcfs,  any  knowledge  refpcAing  the  fubjeS  of  his  con- 
tradt,  nor  any  (kill  in  the  bulinefs,  and  who  immediately  fold  it  at 
a  contidcrablc  prutit  to  Mr.  Bcnn ;  his  Lordlhip  proceeded  to  notice 
tlie  next  part  of  tJie  charge  rcfpcdling  opium,  namely »  the  Governor 
General's  having  diihonourcd  the  Britifli  Government  in  India, 
and  difgraccd  its  credit,  by  lending  his  countenance  to  the  fmiiggling 
trade  which  he  fufFcred  to  be  carried  on  in  the  article  of  opium  to 
Chini — when  he,  at  the  fame  time,  well  knew  tliat  the  importa- 
tion of  opium  was  forbidden,  under  fevere  penalties,  by  the  Clii- 
ncic  Government ;  riiat  article  itfelf  is  liable  to  be  burnt,  if  fcizcd, 
and  the  veiM  that  imports  it  to  be  confifcated,  and  the  Chinefe,  in 
whofe  c'jftody  it  may  be  found  for  fale,  to  be  punUhed  with  death. 
The  Earl  made  fome  pointed  remarks  on  the  fcandalous  Bature  of 
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the  whole  of  the  Governor  G^nerars  condudt  in  this  particular, 
and  reprobated  it  fevercly.  In  order  to  illuftrate  and  fupport  his 
argument  rcfpcfting  it,  he  read  a  letter  from  the  fupra-cargoes  at 
China  and  Canton,  in  which  they  ffiy,  that  if  the  Captain  had 
obeyed  his  orders,  the  opium  might  have  been  fold  to  great  advan- 
tage ;  ,but  they  were  afraid  that  public  intercfts  had  been  facrificed 
to  private  advantages. 

.  The  Bifhop  of  ROCHESTER  rofe  again,  and  faid,  that  h<j 
did  not  really  cxpcft  the  noble  Earl  would  have  drawn  an  argument 
from  the  letter  of  the  fupra-cai^gocs  at  Canton,  to  criminate  Mr. 
Haftings  for  giving  the  opium  contraft  to  Mr.  Sulivan :  It  furcly 
was  ex  parte  evidence.  The  fupra-cargocs  cenfurcd  the  Captain  of 
the  (hip  freighted  with  opium  to  China,  and  attributed  it  to  him, 
or  to  others,  that  it  did  not  turn  out  a  much  more  beneficial  a4vcn- 
tare ;  the  Captain  as  loudjy  ccnfured  the  fupra-cargoes :  and  Colo- 
nel Watfon  has  proved,  that  though  the  bufincfs  was  new  and 
very  much  mifmanaged,  it  ftill  was  a  very  profitable  concern  for 
the  Company. 

The  Earl  of  MANSFIELD  faid,  that  hcliad  been  lately  too 
much  employed  to  look  minutely  into  the  evidence  on  the  dHferent 
contraiSb,  and,  therefore,  he  (hould  forbear  to  deliver  his  fenti- 
raents  at  the  prefent  moment ;  but  he  defircd  to  be  underfiopd  ra- 
ther as  having  fufpended  his  opinion,  than  as  not  having  formed 
one  upon  the  fubjeft.  There  was  one  point,  however,  on  which 
he  could  not  confcicrHioufly  withhold  them — a  point  on  which  his 
opinion  had  never  varied,  from  the  firft  moment  that  it  was  men- 
tioned—he meant  the  extra  allowances  granted  to  Sir  Eyre  Coote  ; 
and  he  was  defirous  and  anxious  to  communicate  his  fcntiments 
upon  that  charge  to  their  Lordfhips.  The  Earl  declared,  that  in 
granting  thofe  allowances,  he  not  only  conceived  the  condufl  of  Mr, 
Haftings  to  be  highly  juftifiable,  but  ftridtly  meritorious. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  faid,  that  he  would  not  detain 
their  Lordfhips  a  moment.  He  wifhed  only  to  obfervc,  that  in 
every  inftance  but  the  bullock  contract — and  there  he  thought  the 
terms  too  high — ^the  evidence  clearly  proved,  that  the  defendant 
had  a(5ted  profufcly  and  improvidently,  as  well  as  contrary  to  the 
exprefs  orders  of  the  Dirc6lors  \  and  therefore  he  was  of  opinion 
tfiat  the  Commons  had  made  good  the  charge. 

The  motions  were  then  fcverally  put,  and  the  Not-contenti 
had  it. 

It  was  next  moved,  that  the  Commons  had  made  gc)od  the  re- 
mainder of  the  impeachment  againft  Wakren  Hal^ngs,  Efq.  whi.h 
was  alio  negatived  \  and  the  refolutions,  having  been  read  over  fr% 
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forma^   were  ordered  to  be  reported  to  the  Houfe  on  the  feUowing 
day. 

JVedncJday^    \Jl  April. 

Lord  WALSINGHAM,  as  chairman  of  the  Committee  of  the 
whole  Houfe,  on  the  charges  of  the  impeachment  againft  Wamn 
Haftings,  Efq.  brought  up  the  report  of  the  Committ-se,  when  the 
refolutions  were  read  over  by  the  reading  clerk. 

Lord  THURLOW  then  moved,  that  the  faidTcport  be  fak^rn 
into  coniideration  next  Monday  fc'nnight. — Ordered. 

Thurjdayy    id  A^-riU 

No  debate. — Adjourned  till 

Mmdayy    I  3//'  Apnl. 

The  Earl  of  MANSFIELD  moved  an  addrcfs  of  congratula- 
tion to  the  King,  on  the  happy  union  efFetled  between  his  Rojal 
Highnefs  the  Prince  of  Wales  and  her  Royal  Highnefs  the  Princefs 
Caroline  of  Brunfwick  ;  as  alfo  a  fimilar  addfefs  to  the  Queen  anci 
Princ#— Agreed  to  unanrmoufly. 

His  Lordfhip  palTcd  a  merited  eulogium  on  that,  happy  union, 
and  enumenitcd  the  various  and  manifold  blcfiings  and  advantages 
that  muft  accrue  to  this  countrv  from  th«r continuation  of  the  illuf- 
trious  Houfe  of  Brunfv%lck  (;n  the  Thn»ne. 

Earl  SPENCER  moved,  That  tKc  Houfe  be  furomoned  for  fo- 
morrow,  fo  vote  an  addrcfs  of  tiianks  to  Admiral  Hothani,  tlie  of- 
ficers and  feamen  of  the  Engliih  fleet  in  the  Mediterranean,  fi>r  their 
gallant  conduct  in  the  late  naval  action  widi  the  French,  and  tor  the 
glorious  vidtoiy  gained  over  the  enemy  on  that  occafion. 

The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE  oppofcd  the  motion,  alledging 
tliat  it  was  a  matter  of  doubt  to  him  M'hether  a  victory  was  gained 
or  not.  He  did  not  wifh  to  oppofe  fuch  a  motion,  if  it  was  truly 
fo ;  he  wiflied  to  pay  every  tribute  of  gratituik  and  thanks  to  the 
bravery  and  gallantry  of  both  officers  and  men  ;  but  he  would  be 
glad  that  the  noble  Earl  would  produce  documents  to  fatisfy  the  Houfe 
on  that  head. — The  motion  vas  agreed  to. 

Lord  WALSINGHAM  (as  Chairman  of  the  Committee  xk^ 
whom  the  confideration  of  the  evidence  adduced  on  the  part  of  the 
profecution,  and  in  defence  of  die  defendant  Warren  HaAings,  Efq. 
had  been  referred)  prefented  the  report,  containing  twenty-four  re- 
foludons  ;  when  the  fame  was  read  a  firft  dme. 

Lord  WaUingham  iaid>  that  not  having  had  any  opportuniC)'f 
irom  tlii^  fituation  in  which  he  had  the  honour  to  b^ placed,   a» 
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Chaimian  ^  the  Committee,  of  delivering  his  opinion  upon  the 
fubjeft  of  the  yefolutions  then  before  the  Houfc  ;  and  as  he  had  no 
^ilb  to  conceal  from  the  Houfe  what  that  opinion  was,  he  would 
take  the  liberty  of  ftating  it  to  the  Houfe,  as  (hortly  as  he  could, 
and  without  arguing  it  at  laiige.  He  faid,  the  principle  U}X)n  which 
he  meant  to  adl  was  this ;  to  acquit  Mr.  Haftings  whenever  he  ap- 
peared to  have  adtcd  clearly  for  tlie  public  fcrvice,  or  wherever  any 
doubt  arofe  fo  far  in  point  of  law,  as  that  the  moft  learned  authori- 
ties in  the  Houfc  differed  in  their  conflruclion  of  the  law  upon  th« 
fubjed^. 

Upon  this  principle  he  was  bound  to  acquit  Mr.  Haftings  on  the 
Benares  and  Begum  charges,  becaufe  his  only  objciit  was  the  Com- 
pany s  advantage,  without  awy  view  of  fclf-intcreft  in  the  cafe; 
therefore  thinking  as  Mr.  Haftings  did,  though  Lord  Walfingham 
might  have  aftcd  differently,  yet  Mr.  Haftings  aded  right  in  his 
oj^  opinion ;  and  his  Lordfhip  faid  it  could  be  proved  from  tlic 
written,  and  ftill  more  from  the  parole  tcftimony  of  almoft  every 
witnefs,  that  they  were  all  convinced  at  the  time,  and  even  now 
continued  in  the  belief,  that  the  condudl  of  the  Begums  was  difaf- 
feded  towards  the  Eaft- India  Company  during  the  rebellion  of 
Chcyt  Sing.  In  fedl,  Mr.  Haftings  riflved  hlmfclf  and  his  own 
reputation  for  the  good  of  the  fcrvice  alone ;  had  he  remained 
quietly  at  Calcutta,  he  might  liave  favcd  himfelf  from  the  poffibility 
of  blame,  but  the  Vizier  would  have  had  no  claim  to  any  of  thofc 
benefits  to  which  he  was  entitled  by  the  treaty  of  Chunar,  nor  would 
the  Company  ever  have  recovered  that  debt  from  the  Vizier  which 
itiwas  fo  material  for  them  to  receive  at^tbat  time. 

Upon  the  fame  principle  he  was  bound  to  acquit  him  upon  the 
prcfent  gi^cn  through  Sadanund,  becaufe  he  took  it  with  a  view  to 
forward  an  expedition  which  he  thought  effcntlal,  and  which  the 
Council  objciSed  to,  becaufe  of  the  expence. 

As  to  the  prefcnt  to  the  Raja  of  Bcrar,  he  diought  it  impoffible  to 
pronounce  him  guilty  of  that  charge,  becaufe  the  Commons  had 
(probably  from  miftake)  charged  him  to  have  given  it  in  the  autumn 
of  the  year  1780,  whereas  the  money  that  he  gave  for  that  purpofe, 
and  at  that  time,  was  the  Dihagcpore  money,  which  was  not  in 
charge  at  all  \  and  the  Patna  money,  which  was  in  cliarge,  was 
not  given  till  March  1 7  8 1 ;  and  therefore  the  charge  was  certainly, 
literally  fpeaking,  ngt  made  out — but  even  if  it  had  been  proved  as 
the  Commons  intended,'  it  would  certainly  have  fallen,  as  would 
that  from  Sadanund,  within  the  adl  of  1773,  having  been  carried 
to  the  Company's  account. 

He  iaid,  the  prefcnt  from  Nundoolol  was  not  made  out^  in  point 
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of  evidence,  fo  as  to  warrant  him  to  pronounce  it  to  be  an  high  mmt 
and  mlfdemeanor. 

The  prcfcnt  from  the  Vizier,  and  that  from  Nobkiifcn,  Aocd 
indeed  in  a  very  diflercnt  light;  and  although  tliejr  were  not  iUe^lv 
taken,  yet  he  (hould  have  thought  them  improperly  taken,  even  if 
they  had  been  taken  for  the  folc  ufe  of  the  Company —  but  ftill 
more  fo,  if  they  were  taken  (as  in  fa<ft  tlicy  appeared  to  be)  witli 
a  remote  view  to  Mr.  Haflings's  own  benefit.  That  wliich  was 
taken  from  Nobkiflcn,  was  not  tobcjuftified  with  refpc<fl  toNcb- 
kiffen  ;  but  that  was  not  in  charge.  The  prcfcnt  from  the  Vixicr 
was  not  to  be  juftificd,  becaufe  he  was  at  that  time  in  fo  much  dif- 
trcfs,  that  his  own  troops  were  upon  the  point  of  mutioying  for 
want  of  pay,  and  he  had  not  credit  enough  to  borrow  one  hundred 
thoufiind  pounds,  which  he  wanted  fix  weeks  afterwards,  jcr  the 
purpofe  of  paying  off  certain  eftabliihments  which  were  to  be  abo- 
lifhed  by  the  treaty  of  Chunar,  without  making  ufe  of  Middleton's 
ailiftance  to  enable  him  to  complete  the  k>an  :  At  the  fame  time  bis 
whole  revenue,  which,  by  Middleton's  account,  was  not  fifteen 
hundred  thoufand  pounds  a  year  nett  money,  was  made  over  in  af- 
iignmcnt  to  the  Company  for  the  debt  which  the  Nabob  owed  thein> 
amounting  to  about  five  hundred  thoufand  pounds,  and  for  the  cur- 
rent claims  which  the  Company  had  upon  him  for  the  year  1 78 1  ; 
which  amounted  to  above  fevcn  hundred  thoufand  pounds  more, 
cxclufive  of  all  the  Nabob*s  arrears  to  his  own  civil  and  militarv 
eftablifhmcnts.  .  And  therefore,  ns  a  part  of  Mr.  Hadings  s  pro- 
fcfled  objc(^  in  his  delegation  to  Oude,  was  to  relieve  the  diAreiles 
of  the  Viiicr,  his  Lord (liip  would  certainly  have  pronounced  him 
guilty  of  a  high  crime  and  mifdcmeanor  in  thus  leaving  added  to 
them,  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  arguments  of  a  noble  aad  learned 
Lord. 

He  then  went  into  a  difcuffion  of  thofe  arggmcnts :  He  faid,  if 
he  underft<x)d  them  rightly,  Mr.  Haftings  could  neither  be  voted 
guilty  by  the  common,  nor  by  theftatutc  law,  for  having  received 
them.  As  to  the  (htute  law,  tbo  :»d  of  1773  was  oomplicd  with, 
by  his  having  carried  the  one,  and  offered  the  other,  to  the  ufe  of 
the  Company:  If  the  Company  hao  fcnt  him  no  anfwcr  for  above 
ten  years,  and  had  neither  accepted  it  thcmfclves,  nor  ordered  him 
to  reftorc  it,  it- was  the  Company's  fault ;  nor  could  the  aft  of  1 784 
attach  upon  a  crime  committed  previous  to  the  paffing  of  that  aft. 

It  was  faid,  he  could  not  be  convifted  by  the  common  law»  be- 
caufe  the  charge  muft  fbte  that  the  prefent  was  illegally  and  anmiptly 
taken  ;  which,  in  the  cafe  of  the  Vizier,  was  not  fo  (fatted.  It  wa» 
fiiid,  it  mu(l  nlfu  Ihtc  the  reward^  or  brokage^  or  confideratkm  for 
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wluch  it  was  taken ;  which  was  not  fo  ftated,  either  in  the  cafe  of 
the  Vizier,  (X  of  Nobkiflen ;  nor  did  the  charge  mention  any  diii^ 
of  its  being  a  crime  cither  of  extortion  or  oppreffion. 

At  the  fame  time,  faid  his  Lord(hi^>  he  was  free  to  confefs  that 
the  aiguments  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  upon  the  woolfack 
made  a  very  conliderable  impreflion  upon  his  mind  ;  but  where  two 
fueh  learned  authorities  differed,  the  fafeft  way  for  a  Judge  was  to 
take  the  mildeft  (ide,  and  to  lean  in.fivour  of  the  defendant^  whp ' 
from  his  chara6ter  and  lituation  was  certainly  entitled  to  all  the  fa- 
Tour  that  the  Houfe  could  (hew  him,  wherever  that  favour  could  be 
(hewn  withjufticc. 

As  to  the  contrad^Sy  he  (incerely  wifhed  he  could  acquit  him 
upon  all  of  them  ;  but  it  appeared  to  him,  that  wifh  refped  to  the 
opium  contrad  he  broke  the  orddrs  of  the  Company,  for  the  purpofe 
only  of  benefiting  Mr,  Sulivan,  whom  he  muft  have  known  he 
was  about  to  benefit. at  the  Company's  expenccf, 

Mr.  Sulivan  was  at  diat  time  a  young  man,  was  jufl  come  out 
to  India,  and  was  already  appointed  Judge  Advocate,  and  had  alio 
a  fituation  in  Mr.  Haftings's  family ;  fo  that  he  could  underfland 
very  little  of  the  culture  of  opium,  nor  could  he  refide  upon  th« 
fpot,  which,  it  appears  by  the  evidence,  the  contractors  fhould  do, 
for  the  benefit  and  fecurity  of  the  riots.  He  was  the  fon  of  Mr. 
Sulivan,  who  was  at  that  time  chairman  of  the  India  Houfe,  and 
was  Mr.  Haftings's  friend  and  protector,  when  he  flood  in  need  of 
all  the  protcftion  he  could  obtain,  from  the  numerous  enemies  with 
which  he  was  furrounded  ;  but  that  will  iK>t  juftify  Mr.  Hadings 
few  facrificing  the  intereft  of  his  employers  in  a  moment  of  fo  much 
diftrefs,  to  make  the  fortune  of  Mr.  Sulivan. 

At  the  fahfte  time  let  it  be  dated,  and  he  lincercly  hoped  it  might 
make  a  favourable  impreflion  upon  the  mind  of  their  Lordffaip9» 
that  all  the  revenue  which  the  Company  have  at  any  time  derived, 
and  are  now  deriving,  from  the  article  of  opium,  is  entirely  owing 
to  Mt.  Haftings,  who  refcued  it  from  the  hands  of  the  Patna  Coun- 
cil, to  whom  it  was  a  perquilite ;  and  that  revenue  from  the  year 
1772,  when  it  was  transferred  to  the  Company,  cannot  hav» 
amounted  to  lefs  than  two  millions  fterling  Dp  to  this  time. 

But  if  the  contraft  had  been  advertifed  as  the  DiretSlors  had  or- 
dered, it  would  have  produced  to  the  Company  at  lead  ten  thoufarid 
a  year  more  than  it  did  produce  during  the  four  years  for  which  So* 
livan  held  it:  It  did  produce  a  great  deal  more  during  the  fubfequcnt 
fbur  years  for  which  Sir  John  Macpherfon  advertifed  it ;  it  produced 
HKMe  fliU,  during  the  next  four  years  for  which  Lord  CornwalHs 
advertifed  it ;  and  yet  in  thofe  contrads  a  claufc  was  infcrtedj  giv- 
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ing  to  the  Company  the  power  to  revoke  the  centraflrif  they  thought 
fit,  which  claufe  did  not  intimidate  the  contradbors  from  bidding,  as 
it  was  fuppofcd  it  might,  and  ought  to  have  been  inferted  in  Suiivan's 
contradl.  It  was,  however,  butjufticeto  Mr.  Haftingstorcmark, 
that  the  preceding  obfervations  applied  equally  to  the  contradt  grant- 
ed unanimoufly  to  Mackenzie,  which  the  Conunons  had  not  charg- 
ed to  be  criminal ;  and  it  was  certainly  true,  as  a  noble  and  learned 
Lord  had  obferved,  that  Mackenzie  held  the  contrafls  precifcly  for 
the  fame  period,  and  upon  the  fame  times,  that  Mr.  Sulivan  had 
held  it.  But  as  it  was  granted  to  Mr.  Mackenzie  a  fecond  time, 
fo  foon  after  the  Diredtors'  difapprobation  of  his  firft  contract,  his 
Lordfliip  was  inclined  to  believe  that  the  whole  Board  concaved  tf^c 
opium  contra<ft  not  to  come  within  the  rules  prefcribcd  for  granting 
contrails  in  general.  , 

Upon  Auriol's  agency  for  rice,  he  owned  he  had  for  a  lof^dme 
had  great  doubts  why  fifteen  per  cent,  was  given,  when  Mr.  Brodic 
proved  that  five  per  cent,  was  the  ufual  commiffion  to  merchants, 
and  when  Auriol  was  very  glad  to  take  it  when  offered  to  be  reduced 
to  five  per  cent. ;  but  in  anfwcr  to  this,  Barwcll  proves  that  fifteen 
per  cent,  was  the  conftant  commiflTion  given  for  every  article  of  fup- 
ply  by  the  Government.  This  afl'ertion,  though  not  applied  to 
this  particular  cafe,  is  yet  proved  by  various  points  of  evidence 
which  dire(Sly  fupport  it ;  and  above  all,  it  is  proved  that  Feigufori, 
in  Auguft  1780,  took  die  contraiS  at  fix  rupees  and  eight  annas  the 
maund;  Auriol,  in  December  1780,  offered  to  take  it  at  the  fame 
price,  wiien  Mr.  Haftings  propofed  to  him  to  take  it  upon  a  eom- 
mifliion  of  fifteen  per  cent.  And  he  called  upon  the  Houfc  to  obfcrve, 
that  Brodic  wrote  word  in  September  1 78 1,  that  all  the  rice  which 
was  fo  fent,  was  not  only  in  general  of  a  better  quality,  but  coft 
jibove  twenty  per  cent,  lefs  than  that  which  was  fupp)ied  by  con- 
tract. If  it  is  faid,  that  this  only  proved  that  the  contract  witli 
Fergufon  was  too  high  ;  it  is  to  be  obferved,  when  the  fame  article 
was  advertifcd  in  1783,  the  loweft  terms  offered  were  within  four 
ahnas  of  what  Fergufon  had  received. 

As  to  influence,  he  did  not  fee  with  what  view  of  influence  this 
agency  could  be  given  :  The  charge  indeed  ftated,  that  it  was  given 
to  Mr.  Auriol  bv  wav  of  reward  fi^r  his  fervices ;  but  the  moment 
the  terms  were  agreed  up<^)n,  Auriol  left  Calcutta  for  the  benefit  of 
his  health,  and  the  commiirion  was  executed  by  his  brother  till  the 
month  of  September  following. 

As  to  Sir  Eyre  Cootc's  allowances,  he  agreed  entirely  with  the 
,  noble  Earl,  (Lord  Mansfield,)  that  Mr.  Haftings  did  perfeSly  right 
.  n*K  to  take  them  off,  under  the  peculiar  circuml^ances  of  this  cafe ; 
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for  it  fliould  be  ftmenibered,  that  Mr.  Croftes's  letter  to  Mr.  Bridow 
to  pay  th€m>  was  written  at  a  tinicwhcn  Sir  Eyre  Coote's  very 
name  was  a  vidlory,  and  wlien  it  was  of  the  utmoft  confcqiience  to 
the  Company's  ai^irs  that  Sir  Eyre  ihould  ic-affumc  the  command 
of  the  army  in  the  Carnatic,  which  in  point  of  jufticc  to  his  family 
he  pofiibly  might  have  refufed  to  do^  in  the  dangerous  (late  of  health 
in  which  he  then  was,  as  the  expence  which  that  command  would 
require  is  known  to  be  confiderablc* 

His  Lordfhfp  therefore  faid,  if  he  had  been  in  Mr.  Haftings'ji 
fituotion  he  would  have  done  exa<SUy  the  fame  thing. 

So  he  would  with  refpetfl  to  the  bullock  contrary  which  was 
propofcd  by  Sir  Eyre  Coote,  who  complained,  as  did  the  provincial 
Comnnander  in  Chief,  General  Stibbert,  that  the  former  contract 
was  made  upon  fuch  low  terms,  that  the  army  fuffered  cflcntially 
by  it ;  and  it  would  have  been  a  very  invidious  tafk,  and  Mr.  Haf- 
ttngs  would  have  had  much  to  anfwer  for,  had  he  taken  upon  him-' 
felf  to  rejcft  a  motion  fo  made  by  the  Commander  in  Chief,  in  whofe 
department  it  immediately  \vas,  and  who  was  himfelf  to  fee  to  the 
execution  of  it  in  time  of  adual  fervice :  Nor  were  the  profits  en- 
ormous, as  the  charge  ftattd ;  for  Fcrgufon's  letter^  fupported  by 
the  declarAtion  of  his  bcok-kceper  Farlie,  proved  that  his  profits 
were  not  fifteen  per  cent,  fubjeft  to  bad  debts  to  the  amount  of  a  lack 
of  rupees,  which  is  no  very  enormous  compenfation  when  it  is  con- 
fidcrcd  httw  great  the  rcfponfibility  is  of  fuch  an  undertaking,  upoa 
which '  the  very  cxlrtence  of  the  army  muft  depend,  and  alfo 
how  great  the  rifk  is  ;  for,  if  the  Marattas  had  entered  the  pro<- 
viii^es,  as  wasexpe<3ed,  Fergufon  muft  have  been  utterly  ruined. 

Nor  did  he  fee  any  thing  to  objccS  to  in  the  contraft  with  Belli ;. 
the  fupply  of  the  garrifon  with  provifions,  &c.  was  held  to  be  ma- 
terial wlten  it  was  propofed  in  1778,  in  which  opinion  even  Mr. 
Francis  hirfifclf  concurred  ;  tlhat  it  was  well  executed,  appears  by 
the  provilit^ns  having  fold  for  above  thirty  per  cent,  more  than  they 
coft  Go\'emment ;  that  the  merchants  were  wrong  in  fuppofing 
twenty  \yet  cent,  would  be  a  fufficicnt  agency,  is  proved  by  Johnfon's 
accouht  of  the  a(5lual  profit  and  lofs  ;  which  upon  foine  articles  was 
ninety  per  cent. 

His  profits,  he  declare*  upon  his  honour,  were  but  ten  per  cent., 
which  did  not  afnount,  upon  the  average,  to  thto  thoufand  a  year. 
HThoti^h  the  dil"e6l(>rs  intended  to  reduce  his  conira<ft  to  tvTcnty  per 
cent.,  that  is,  as  much  again  as  he  a6tually  received — his  characVer 
is  fpoken  to  in  the  higheft  terms  by  Sir  Eyre  Coote  ^  and  afteiwards 
by  Sir  John  Macpheribn,  and  by  Mr.  Stables,  when  Mr.  Belli  lefi( 
India. 

VoL.XLII.  3C 
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Having  thus  touched  upon  the  principal  points  of  the  refolutibns 
of  the  Committee,  his  Lordlhip  faid,  he  felt  the  good  fcnfc  of  an 
obfervation  that  ha^  been  made  by  a  learned  Lord,  (Lord  Loughbo- 
rough) that  the  Houfc  was  trying  the  cafe,  and  not  the  man,  and 
therefore  he  u  ould  forbear  to  travel  at  large  into  the  wide  field  which 
prcfcntcd  itfclf  before  them,  of  Mr.  Haftings's  general  merit  and 
ferviccs  ;  but  lb  far  he  thought  he  might  tie  at  liberty  to  fay,  that  in  a 
fituation  tlie  inoft  important,  and  under  circumdances  the  moft  try- 
ing and  thQmoft  mortifying  in  which  any. public  roan  ever  flood,  he 
had,  by  his  exertions  and  by  the  (Irength  and  vigour  of  his  mind, 
prcfcrvcd  an  empire  to  the  rtition,  which  witlujut  thoie  exertions 
might  have  been  loft  to  it  for  ever. 

Lord  THURLOW  moved,  that  the  rcfolutions  contained  in  the 
Report  be  read  one  by  one,  and  a  queftion  put  upon  each. 

The  firft  refolution  was  read  aca)rdingly ;  and  then  the  LORD 
CHANCELLOR  left  tlie  woolfack,  and  faid  it  appeared  to  him,  due 
the  only  queilion  that  could  be  put  in  that  rtage  of  the  bufmefs  was, 
"  That  the  Report  do  lie  on  the  table."  His  Lordfhip  obfcrved, 
that  the  Report  could  not  pofTibly  be  made  the  ground  of  any  cllcn- 
tial  future  proceeding  ;  if  however  any  noble  Lord  had  it  in  his  con- 
templation to  follow  it  up  with  any  future  proceeding,  it  ought  ta 
be  ftated  to  the  Houfe  wliat  was  to  be  the  object  of  tliat  propofcd 
future  proceeding,*  that  their  Lorddiips  might  fee  their  way,  and 
know  to  what  meafures  they  were  to  be  induced.  For  his  own  part, 
he  faw  no  pofliblc  ufe  that  could  be  drawn  from  putting  a  vote  upon 
each  refolution  contained  in  the  Rqwrt.  If  by  a  relbluiion  of  ilv: 
Houfe,  the  Report  was  agreed  to  in  /a/j,  no  prat5^ical  end  would  be 
anfvvercd.  A  refolution  of  the  Committee  would  not  conclude  an^r 
noble  Lord  as  to  his  ulterior  vote  in  Weftminfter  Hall,  nor  indeed 
would  a  refolution  of  die  Houie  fo  conclude  him.  Not  having 
changed  his  ow.i  opinion  fmcc  he  had  been  in  the  Committee,  he 
tliould  certainly  be  inclined  to  find  the  defendant  guilty  on  moft  of 
the  charges  ;  and  no  proceeding  that  their  Lordfliips  could  inditutc 
would,  he  believed,  pcri'uidc  him  to  depart  from  the  line  of  conda^t 
which  he  hid  laid  djwn  for  him'elf  as  to  his  ulterior  vote  on  cich 
chirgo  in  Wcitminltcr  HUl.  If  the  coming  to  a  rcfoIittionupsHi 
the  Report,  would  at  all  tend  to  accelerate  the  prog^efs  of  the  caufe, 
or  aid  the  due  adminiftration  of  jufticc,  he  (bould  have  no  obj*Tdion ; 
but  considering  that  no  farther  proceeding  ha  J  been  intimated,  or, 
«*  far  as  the  II)i<e  was  apprifccj,  ^v^s  likely  to  be  grounded  on 
a^roeiii^  to  it,  he  really  was  at  a  lofs  to  im;^ine  what  other  queftif>n 
could  be  put  than,  **  that  the  Report  do  lie  on  tlie  uble."  He  hoped 
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therefore  that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  would  forego  his  motion, 
and  eonfent  tliat  the  Rep<M-t  be  laid  on  the  table. 

Lord  THURLOW  declared  himfclf  to  be  fomewhat  aftonifhed 
at  the  fort  of  objc<5^ion  that  had  been  raifed  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  to  a  quefiion,  %^hidi  might  almoft  be  ft  ited  to  be  a  queftion  of 
form.  He  feared,  however,  if  the  noble  and  learned  Lord's  rea- 
foning,had  been  right  in  every  part  of  it,  their  Lordfliips  had  gone 
fomewhat  t<x)  far,  to  fall  in  with  it,-  without  a  violation  of  order, 
and  fomething  like  a  grofs  irregularity  in  thenature  of  their  proeeed- 
ing^.  The  rcfolutions  contained  in  the  Report  had  been  read  once, 
and  the  firft  of  them  had  been  diftinflly  read  a  fccond  time,  which 
amounted  to  tlie  fame  thing  as  !f  the  queftion  hnd  been  put  upon  it. 
The  form  of  prf)ceeding  which  he  had  moved,  and  in  which  the 
Houfe  had  already  engaprpd,  vii.  readitig  the  refohitions  one  by 
one,  and  by  puttinp;  a  queftion  upon  each,  was  neither  more  nor 
le^s  than  the  ordinary  courfe  of  prfx*ceding  in  all  fimilar  cafes. 
When  a  report  was  brouglii  from  a  Committee,  cither  en  a  bill, 
a  petition,  or  any  other  matter  fubmitted  to  the  invcftigation  of  a- 
Committee,  and  upon  which  matter  of  reference  they  came  to 
more  than  one  refolotion,  it  was  the  uniform  prndh'ce  of  tithcr 
Houfe  of  Parliament  to  difpofe  X)f  the  report  in  fome  mo<je  or 
other,  either  to  re-comrfiit  it,  to  negative  fome  of  the  rcfolutions, 
and' to  agree  with  others,  or  to  rcfolve  their  concurrence  with  the 
whole  of  the  report.  Undoubtedly,  if  the  rcfoluiions  were  all 
agreed  to,  it  would  not,  as  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  obfervcd, 
conclude  any  individual  Pfecr,  as  to  his  ulterior  vote  in  Wcftminfter 
Hall.  He  was  pcrfeAly  aware  th^t  it  did  not,  any  more  than  agree- 
ing to  the  Report  of  a  Committee  to  whom  a  petition  h¥\  been  re- 
ferred, on  which  the  Chairman  of  that  Committee  was  dircded  to 
aftc  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  on  thcfubjet^t  matter  of  th\t  pctiiicn, 
conclude  any  one  Member  as  to  his  givincj  his  free  opinion  and  vote 
in  the  difcuflion  of  the  principle  and  claufcs  of  fuch  bill,  when  it 
(hould  come  before  either  Houfe  of  Parliament.  Ever)'  Member 
well  knew  that  each  ftage  of  the  bill  was  open  to  debate  and  oppofi- 
tion,  and  that  their  opinions  and  the  moJb  of  ftating.  them,  were  not 
in  the  fmallcft  degree  fettered  or  cmbarraifed  by  tlieir  having  agreed 
to  the  Report,  which  went  no  farther  than  to  indicate  the  lort  of  bill 
to  be  brought  in.  They- were  neverthclefs  free  to  ol)jc<S^  to  ilie  prin-^ 
ciplc,  to  any  of  the  claufes,  and  in  (hort  to  ever)'  part  of  the  bill 
that  they  chofe  to  refift.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord's  motion  did 
what  perhaps  he  was  not^himfelf  aware  of-^it  went  to  couprcrait  the 
original  purpofe  for  which  their  Lordfhips  had  gone  into  a  Com- 
mittee.     He  thought  it  had  tlien  been  u  1  krftood;  that  it  would  be 
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more  convenient  for  deliberation  to  difcp^s  the  evidence  adduced  on 
the  part  of  the  profccution  and  defence  in  the  form  of  a  Committee 
than  in  a  Moufe,  «nd  confequentl/  he  had  no  idea  that  any  noble 
Lord  woald  objctS:  to  difpofing  of  the  Report  in  the  ufual  manner 
that  all  Reports  from  Con::mi:tccs  were  difjxifcd  of,  and  in  the  prc- 
fent  inftance  it  was  more  e^peci.illy  proper,  as  the  fullcft  difcuffion 
of  every  part  of  the  impeachment  was  deiucaWe,  and  no -mode  of 
proceeding  could  admit  of  more  opportomty  of  free  difcuffion,  than 
the  modcof  reading  the  rcfolutions  one  by  one,  and  putting  a  diftir.d 
qutfiion  upon  each. 

The  Earl  of  CAERNARVON  could  not  pgree  T^ith  the  noWc 
and  learned  Lord,  but  thought  dirtdtty  thc^eontrary.  Hefpokc  from 
die  noble  and  learned  Lord's  own  words,  if  he  imdcrilox^d  them 
^ghtly,  that  the  form  of  going  into  a  CommUtccwas  aiopted,  fcr 
the  fake  of  more  free  and  ample  dlfcufllon  of  the  evidence.  W^y 
then  (houlJ  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  willi  to  commit  ilic  H«*i.fc, 
by  calling  upon  them  to  atrree  to  the  refoIuti«>ns  come  to  by  the  CaTi- 
mittec,  and  thus  embarrafs  ilicir  ul  imatc  v«>te  in  WciVminfier  Ha^l  ? 
What  end  would  it  anfwcr,  or  what  fwrvice  "XouM  it  do  to  the  c«uf; : 
It  would  merely  fccurc  the  cnrry  of  their  Lordilups  concjrrcnce,  if 
they  fliould  concur  wiih  cItc  re rt)iud()ns  of  the  Commiitoi,  upon  their 
journals,  which  would  nco  traii'iv  thro^w  a  diificuUy  in  die  way  of 
their  ulterior  ilecifion ;  aivl  cmbarr:.fs  all  their  future  "prcxreedin^*^. 
Poflibly  fome  noble  Lords  rtii;_;ht  tliip.k  it  ncceitary  to  call  for  the 
opinion  of  the  judges  on  pariicular  joints  of  cviiie-nce,  ^lut  appeared 
to  be  matters  of  law,  and  ptrhaj's  he  ntight  him«clf  wifli  to  have 
their  opir.ion  on  one  or  twr)  p>inv...  The  Hvjufe,  rending  the  trial 
in  Weiiminltcr  Kail,  hrrd  frcqucntlv  thought  it  n^celiary  to  ctrnfult 
the  judges  upcMi  parts  of  tf^.c  procccdii:;^,  that  de|>cnded  onlegcd  cc/n- 
ftruclion,  but  they  had  never  cnce  been  called  upon  o»  confukcd  by 
the  Coriin.ittec,  where  tiuic  advice  fecnu:d  to  be  tliC  more  necelfaiy, 
as  the  cafe  was  reduced  witliin  a' narrower  comprifs  Aan  before,  and 
the  whole  ground  of  difcuffion  was  coni'.ned  to  the  evidence.  His 
Lordlhip  farther  faid,  that  the  judgeincnt  to  ire  delivered  in  Weft- 
minfter  Hall  was  a  matter  of  confciL-atious  o]>Hiii>nr  and  therefore 
he  conceived  that  no  other  qucrdcn  than  that  Hated  by  the  nobl^  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  woolfack,  viz.  that  the  Report  do  lie  upon  the 
tabic,  could  or  ought  to  be  put. 

Lord  THURLOW  rofe  again,*  and  fald,  the  qucflion  fuggeftcd 
by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  woolfeck  was  direftiy  in  the 
teeth  of  parliamentary  ufage  and  precedent;  whereia  the  mode  of 
proceeding  tliat  he  liad  propofed,  and  which  the  Houfc  had- in  hA 
adopted,    was  confonant  to  the  uniform  praflicc  of  Parliament. 
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Whichever  of  the  two  modes  was  adopfc^,  was,  his  Lordihip  ob- 
ferved,  a  matter  of  perfect  indiiTer.ncc  in  itfclf ;  hut  it  would  be  fit- 
tal,  were  their  Lordihips  rafhly  to  form  a  precedent  aUcgetbet  nc>v, 
and  dire<91y  in  defiance  of  the  wifdom.  and  eypcricnce  of  their  an- 
ceftors,  who  had  fettled  a  mculo  of  proc^cd'rg  ♦>  Iiyimtdiptdy  the 
reverie  of  that  contended  ftr.  The  prrccvdJr^i  io  Svlicvcrcll'scifc 
was  flated  in  the  Rep  rt  of  the  C<.nr.njit:cc  v^j|"*":i'^'  by  r]\<\T  Lord- 
fliips  to  fcarch  for  precedents,  and  t]  nc  x\kU  L  j.  'i]v\ir  v.c  uid  fee, 
that  although  there  were  diircri  i.ccs  of  cpi^/ix  n  i.^, .  :M','r  r  '.rs  of  the 
impeachment,  the  Houfc  came  to  a  vo:  j  [}\}(n\  t?r]\  art'cie  lefcre 
they  delivered  their  vecditljn  Wt.ftniinlicr  lUV  :  ile  tlxrt  Tor^faw 
no  reafon  whv  thev  (hould  not  in  tliis  inf  nnce  do  the  fjir.e,  tl;c  irorc 
cfpccially  as  it  really  coneludfd  nothing  that  tould  aftct  tiic  judge- 
ment that<ach  individual  Peer  fnould  thinkithisconKi^ini<usd#ty 
to  pronounce  in  Weilminftcr  Hall. 

The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE  faid,  he  had  not  at:eni.Vd  the 
Committee,  neither  did  he  mean  to  take  sny  part  in  the  pn  grtfs  of 
tlic  caui'e,  for  obvious  rcalbns  ;  but  the  prennt  fuLjccl  of  dtl  ate  he 
conHdered  entirely  to  be  a  qyeftionof  form,  refpeiiing  which  he  was 
at  liberty  t»  deliver  his  opinion,  without  in  die  fir.r.lkft  degree  iiy 
terfering  with  the  impeachment  or  the  trial.  He  could  not  help 
thinking  that  the  mode  of  proceeding  contended  for  by  the  noUe  and 
learned  Lord  (Thurlow),  viz.  to  read  the  rcfulutlons  one  by  one, 
and  come  to  a  difHn<Sl  vote  upon  each,  would  be,  to  be  guilty  of  the 
heightof  ridicule  and  abfurdity.  It  involved  this  flran^je  dilemma, 
and  pofiible  injufticc  to  the  defendant ;  their  Lordihips  might  acquit 
him  of  all  the  clwrses  in  their  Clumber  of  Parliament,  and  find 
him  guilt)'  as  a  Court  of  Jufticc  in  Weftminftcr  Hall.  Whatever 
vQte  they  came  to  rcfjwiting  the  trial  in  the  Houfe,  would  of  courfc 
be  entered  an  their  journils  ;  an  i  if  a  verdid  of  a  different  fort 
(hniild  be  proDCUnced  by  their  Lordfbips  judicially,  the  defendant 
would  have  jull  cawfe  to  complain  of  the  contradiSion  and  incort- 
fillcncy  of  their  procecdiogs.  On  the  other  hand,  how  much  more 
unjuft  would  it  be  if  the  Houfe  fhould  diflent  from  the  rcfolutions 
contained  ia  the  Report  of  the  Comraittee,  and  nol4c  LrOrds  (hould 
neverthclcfs  individually  acquit  Mr.  Hafting^in  WcftminCler  Hall*? 
He  would  in  that  cafe  have  cauie  to  complain  of  being  fcnt  down  to 
judgement  under  prejudice,  and  of  ftanding  criminated  on  their 
JU)rd(hips'  journals,  although  he  had  been  acquitted  and  pronounced 
innocent  by  the  higheft  court  in  the  kingdom,  and  the  only  court 
competent  to  decide  upon  his  guilt  or  innocence  in  refpcdl  to  the  va- 
xious  matters  chai]gedagainft  him.  In  fad,  the  Earl  faid,  the  fole 
aim  feemed  to  be  to  obtain  the  vote  of  the  Houfe  in  concurrence  with 
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the  Rq)ort,  for  the  fake  of  entering  it  on  the  journals,  and  he  (aw 
not  what  ufeful  purpofc  that  was  foanfwer.  With  regard  to  what 
the  ngble  and  learned  Lord  hacj  faid  of  the  ufual  courfe  of  proceed- 
ing with  the  Reports  of  Comnnittecs  on  petitions  or  bills,  the  prc- 
fent  cafe  was  not  to  be  compiired  with  the  report  of  a  Comniittec  co 
a  bill,  or  the  appeal  if  an  individual  even  in  an  ordinary  judicial 
caufc.  It  was  perfc(^ly  new  in  itfclf,  altogethrr  unprecedented, 
and  of  the  higheft  importance,  as  it  involved  the  national  charad^er 
on  jx)ints  the  moft  tender,  delicate,  and  facred.  He  had  as  n'.uch 
Teverincc,  the  Earl  faid;  for  precedents  cflablifhcd  by  the  wifdom 
of  their  anceftors,  and  founded  in  g<x>d  fenfc,  as  any  noble  Lord 
could  entertain  ;  but  he  was  neithei  aihamed  nor  afraid  to  fay,  that 
where  a  precedent,  of  however  long  (hndlng,  was  pregaint  with 
thfe  utmoft  ridicule  and  abfurdit)',  he  tliought  it  high  time  to  make 
a  new  cafe,  and  form  a  precedent  eftabliftied  on  lefs  quefiionallc 
grounds,  and  on  grounds  more  reconcileable  to  common  fenfc— 
The  ncble  and  learned  Lord  ted  cited  tbe  [proceedings  of  the  Hotifc 
In  the  cafe  of  Dr.  Sacheverell,  but  he  faw  no  reafon  for  implicitly 
adopting  the  fame  line  of  condudl  ;  it  might  be  proper  in  that  cafe, 
and  altogether  improper  in  theprcfcnt.  His  Lordfliip  added  a  few 
more  obfervations,  and  declared  he  ihould  give  his  vote  for.the  qucf- 
tion  which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  w(K)lfack  had  fuggeftcd. 

LordTHURLOW  faid,  hcwiflied  that  thofe  noble  Lords  who 
were  fuch  eager  advocates  for  reform  on  all  occafions,  when  they 
ftatcd  their  fcmimcnts  in  application  to  matters  of  judicial  proceed- 
ing, would  not  direfl  their  ideas  to  buryini^  in  their  own  ruins  sll 
the  ancient  cflablii'hments,  and  approved  forms  and  principles  of  ad- 
mini  rterii^gjuftice,  without  at  the  fame  time  taking  care  to  be  ready 
to  fugpeft  and  build  up  fomething  better,  rrore  conducive  to  the 
ends  of  juftice,  and  more  likely  to  promote  the  grand  objcdl  in  all 
matters  of  judicial  proceeding.  The  mode  that  he  had  moved,  and 
which  in«  hA  the  Jioufe  had  adopted,  of  reading  the  rcfolucions 
contained  in  the  Report  a  fecond  time  one  by  one,  was  the  mode 
moft  confonant  to  the  invariable  pradlice  of  Parliament  f  )r  centuries, 
and  it  heft  admitted  of  full  and  free  difcuffion  in  the  Houfc  of  each 
charge  to  which  the  refolutions  of  the  Committee  refpedlively  re^ 
ferrcd.  With  regard  to  its  having  any  tendency  to  commit  their 
Lcrdftiips  in  any  fubfccuent  ftage  of  the  bufincfs,  it  certainly  had 
nor  the  fmallcft  effc^  of  that  kind,  and  he  begged  their  Lordlhips 
^t.i  rccollcif^  th^t  they  had  already  gone  to<">  far  to  allow  them  to  adopt 
the  motion  of  the  nrblc  and  learned  Lord  on  the  woolfack. 

The  Karl  of  LAUDERDALE  faid,  in  reply,  that  he  looked 
with  as  mucli  reverence  to  the  precedents  eftablifhed  by  their  ancet 
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tors  as  any  man,  when  he  was  fatisficd  they  were  founded  in  wit 
dom  and  good  fcnfe  ;  but  he  was  not  complaifiint  enough  to  adopt 
clieir  abfurdities,  and  fupport  fuch  as  wtfre  open  to'  ridicule.  It  had 
ferved  the-  noble  and  learned  Lord's  purpofc  better  to  dwell  upon 
that  part  of  his  fpecch,  that  implied  a  wifli  to  introduce  a  new  prac^ 
tice,  and  might  admit  of  the  ufc  of  the  word  *  reform/  than  to 
anfwer  the  argumehts  which  he  had  urged.  In  order,  therefore, 
t^ar  what  he  had  ftated  might  not  be  loil  (ight  of,  he  would  remind 
their  Lordfhipsof  theinjuAicc  the  defendant  might  poflibly  have  to 
complain  of,  by  unncceflarily  entering  upon  their  journals  what  die  . 
rcfult  of  their  opinions  upon  the  report  of  their  Commii^ec  was 
which  might^cventually  be  contradidled  by  the  verdict  given  in 
Weftminikr  Hall. 

The  Earl  of  CAERNARVON  (aid,  that  the  precedents  on  or- 
dinary proceedings  on  reports  of  Committees  to  tlie  Houfe,  could 
have  no  analog)*  with  the  prcfent  cafe.  We  have  hitherto  adopted 
a  mode  of  proceeding  liable  to  great  objeflion,  and  the  abfurdity  in- 
crcafes  every  ftep  :  thejioufe  lias  referred  to  the  Committee  the 
difcuffion  of  a  fuhjecit  in  which  the  confciences  of  the  Conmiittee 
alone  are  concerned,  and  they  are  now  inclined  to  treat  the  cafe,  as 
one  where  thtiy  had  rt;icrred  to  the  Committee  a  fubjedi  for  their 
elimination  and  invcfrigation,  in  order  to  colledl  matter  to  enabU 
the  Houfe  to  aft  upoD.  In  ordinary  cafes,  the  Committee  take  the 
labour  of  inquiry  ;  they  have  power  to  arrange,  digeft,  and  report 
materials  ;  but  they  have  no  power  or  authority  to  z&,  v  their  pro- 
ceedings are  incffs:iftual,  without  the  (aniSlion  or  authority  of  the 
Houfe  :  in  the  prcfent  cafe,  the  Houfe  has  no  aurfiority ,  \ts  ap^ 
probation  and  concurrence  can  have  no  more  efFc(S  than  its  difap- 
probii'Iorrand  difagrcement  on  the  opinion  of  the  Committee.  Thq 
Lords  ^ho  attended  Weftmimler  Hall  as  judges  of  Mr.  Haftings, 
have  difcufled  the  fubjevil  in  a  Committee  in  obedience  to  the  orders 
of  the  Houfe  ;  they  have  reported  their  proceedings  and  opinion  ;  if 
the  Houfe  (houkl  difagrec  with  them  in  opinion  (and  a  queftion  put 
to  concur  withtae  Committee  implies  the  poflibiiityof  difagreeing) 
the  Committee  will  certainly  confider  that  opinion  as  nugatory  as 
the  difapprobatioa  of  any  other  large  body  of  men  woultl  be,  which 
neither  could  nor  ouglit  to  influence  Judges  in  the  excrcife  of  their 
duty,  and  the  difcharge  of  their  confciences.  They  will  go'  into 
VVcftminftet  Hall,  and  pronounce  a  judgement  which  will  be  an 
eiTe<Elual  and  legal  difcharge  or  condemnation  of  ivlr.  Haftings,  how- 
ever it  may  differ  from  the  opinion  of  the  Houfe,  compjfed  of 
Peers,  who  iiavc  not  attended  the  trial ;  it  would  riiercfore  be  more, 
becoming  the  dignity  of  this  Houfe  to  let  the  Report  lie  un  vhi-  taMe,  * 
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without  making  any  order  on  it,  becaufe  none  can  be  fnadc  that  is 
contiPrnt  wkb  comn^on  fenfc.  It  is  certainly  true  that  tlie  objec- 
tion would  have  been  as  valid  to  guing  into  a  Comnrvittcc  ;  but  Ac 
difcuffion  was  thought  by  mjiny  of  ufc  i  it  camiot  be  of  ufc  to  pdh 
it  to  ?n  ahfurdity  out  of  refped^  to  form,  cfpccially  when  an  attach' 
ifient  to  form  will  lead  us  to  a  poflTible  injuf^ice  a$  well  as  abfurdit}*. 
If  the  Houft  flvnild  be  of  opinion  that  the  Commitfec  arc  miftakcn, 
iindthit  Mr.  Haftings  is  guilty,  the  Committee  being  compofcd  of 
thofe  Peers  who  have  attended  Wcllniinftcr  Hall,  and  are  the  Judges 
in  this  tri;il,  will  nevcrthelefs  prevail  in  acquitting  him,  and  the 
Houfe,  who  arc  not  his  Judges,  will  haye  incfFo^flually  and  extra* 
judicially  flandcred  his  reputation,  and  delivered  down  lo  pofterity 
a  libel  upon  the  defendant,  and  a  ccnfure  upon  his  Judges.  I  do 
not  know  what  tlie  precedents  arc,  but  I  know  that  the  prefent  trial, 
from  its  extraordinary  length,  diiftrs  fo  nwterially  fn>m  every  other 
on  the  records  of  Parliament,  that  no  precedent  can  apply.  The 
objeftion  might  not  have  occorred  in  (hort  trials,  where  all  the 
Peers  attended  the  whole,  trial  ;  and  the  feme  perfons  decided  all 
queftionson  that  trial,  whether  in  Wcftmini^er  Hall  as  Judges,  or 
in  the  Committee  and  in  the  Houfe  of  Peers'— the  place  and  fonn, 
not  the  fubfhrtce,  was  changed ;  no  difference  of  opinion  on  the 
fame  points  wa»  to  be  apprehended  :  but  in  a  trial  of  fo  many  years, 
where  variety  of  changes  by  ckath  or  creation  have  taken  place,  and 
Itiany  from  illnefs  and  fatigue  huve  not  attended  the  conclufton  who 
attended  tlic  commencement  «f  the  trial  j  and  at  length  tiic  Judges 
are  reduced  to  Ms  than  tliirty  ;  in  fucb  a  cafe,  the  Judges  bear  no 
proportion  to  the  Houft?  tif  Peers,  who  ar«  to  vote  upon  tlie  report 
of  the  Committee,  and  wl.o  may,  wkhoui  inconfiftcncy,  differ  with 
the  Judges,  though  they  cannot  influence  their  confcicnce  or*  their 
conJij^l.  If  the  forms  of  the  Houfe  do  not  admit  the  propofidon, 
that  the  Repf>rt  do  lie  u;x)n  the  table,  the  previous  queilion  muft 
enable  the  Houfe  to  get  lid  of  a  qjel^ion  not  lit  to  be  put.  I  fliall 
Ihertfore  move  the  previous  qucltion. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  a  fecond  time  left  thewoolfack 
to  maintain  his  former  argument,  anJ  to  alTort  that  any  farther  or 
liifTcrent  line  of  proceeding  wouU!  be  perfc6Hy  inept  and  nugatory. 
The  nobie  and  ic:irncd  L»rd,  he  faid,  could  not  be  ignorant,  that 
when  aqucili»Hi  ujK)n  a  point  of  law  iiai  been  folernnly  argued  at  the 
bar,  previous  to  the  Jui'gis  of  tl.e  Court  delivering  their  opinion 
JiptgnLit'tm  from  the  bench,  it  was  ufu  d  to  hold  a  confultation,  when 
the  grounds  of  the  argument  on  \rji\\  fides  were  difculfcd  ;  otejedhons, 
as  they  rofe  in  the  mind  of  each  Judge,  were  flatted,  confidercd  by 
the  ether  Judges,  and  anfwcrcd,  as   in   as  reply  fi^efted  itfelf; 


A.  1795.  'DEBATES.  385 

and  after  due  (^onGderation  of  the  whole  niat,^er,  the  Judges  proceed- 
ed to  deliver  their  opinions  in  Court  t  but  it  was  nounufual  matter 
for  each  Judge  to  adhere  to  his  original  opinion,  and  to  ftatc  it,  with 
the  rcafons  for  it,  from  tlie  bench.  In  like  manner,  his  Lordfhip 
conlidered  that  ftage  of  the  bufincfs.  The  Houfe  was  holding  a 
confultation  with  refpetft  to  theiir  fubfequent  mode  of  proceeding,, 
and  the  more  free  and  unfettered  it  was,  the  better  in  his  judgement. 
The  Committee  had  xrcrta inly  afforded  fcope  for  much  valuable  dif- 
cuffion  ;  it  had  been  the  means  of  throwing  a  confidorablc  degree  of 
light  on  the  evidence,  and  had  certainly,  removed  a  great  deal  of 
difficulty  in  regard  to  the  formation  of  an  ultimate  judgement  on  the 
caufc  ;  but  to  what  purpofe  pafs  a  vote  on  the  Report,  when  it  \^as 
agreed  on  all  hands  that  it  would  conclude  nothing  ? 

Lord  THURLOW  once  more  rofe  and  faid,  iic%I>ad  heard  no- 
thijig  that  weigheci  in  his  mind  fufficicntly  to  juftify  a  departure  from  ' 
precedent  and  long-eftabli(hed  cuftom.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  had  aptly  enough  compared  their  prefcnt  fituation  to  that  of 
the  Judges  of  any  Court  in  Wcftminrtcr  Hall,  holding  a  confulta- 
tion after  a  folemn  argument  at  bar,  previous  to  their  delivering  their 
opinions  Jingulatim  in  Court.  Hov/  did  their  Lordfhipsdifpolingof 
the  Report  one  way  or  another  apply  as  an  objedlon  ?  Whether 
they  agreed  to  the  Report,  or  negatived  any  part  of  it,  diey  were  as 
free  to  hold  a  confultation  apon  their  refpc«£!ive  opinions  as  ever. 
His  Lordfliip  having  adverted  to  the  Earl  of  Middlefex's  cafe,  ftated 
in  the  former  report  of  a  Committee  of  their  Lordfliips,  mentioned 
what  had  been  the  proceedings  of  the  Hpufc  previous  to  the  giving 
judgement  in  Weftminfter  Hall.  '  He  added  farther  reafoning,  but 
fteadily  adhered  to  his  firft  argument,  declaring,  that  if  any  quef- 
tionwas  put  in  that  ftage  of  the  proceeding,  other  than  to  agree  to 
the  refolution  that  had  been  read,  it  could  only  be  the  previous 
queftion. 

On  the  queftion  being  put  by  the  Lord  Chancellor,  on  the  pre- 
vious queftion^  viz.  "  That  this  queftion  be  now  put,"  the  mim- 
bers  were,  ^ 

Contents,  6  ;  Not  Contents,   1 4. 

The  remaining  rcfolutions  were  then,  by  confent,  read  (hort, 
and  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  the  impcaclimcnt  be  taken  into  farther  confide- 
ration  on  Friday  next. 

; 

Tue/Jay,    1 4/A  jlpril.  ' 

Earl  SPENCER  rofe,  in  purfuance  of  the  notice  whi*.h  he  gave 
ycfterday,  to  move  the  thanks  of  the  Houfe  to  Admiral  Hotham  for 
VoL.XLH.  3D 
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the  vi(5tory  which  he  obtained  over  the  French  fleet  in  the  Mediter- 
ranean.    The  noble  Earl  obferved,  that  the  victory  for  which  he 
propofcd  their  Lord(hips  to  vote  their  thanks,  was  owing  to  the  flcill 
and  bravery  of  the  gallant  Admiral  whom  he  had  named,  and  alfo 
to  the  courage  of  thofe  who  were  under  him  in  command.     Such 
vidlories,  he  thought,  (hould  always  be  acknowledged  and  reward-  * 
ed  with  the  higheft  honour  their    Lordfhips  could  beftow.     He 
fhould  have  thought  it  unncceflary  to  fay  any  thing  on  the  fubjcft, 
more  than  barely  to  move  the  thanks  of  the  Houfe,  had  he  not  ycf- 
terday  under  flood  that  one  noble  Lord  intended  to  make  fome  ob- 
fervations  upon  the  fubje!:l.     He  was  induced,  however,  to  think 
that  noble  Lord  would  not  oppofc  the  motion  with  which  he  intend- 
ed to  conclude  ;  for  the  importance  of  the  victory  he  alluded  to  was 
undeniable.     If  any  thing  remained  imperfedl  in  the  account  of  ihat 
event,  it  arofe  out  of  the  modcfty  with  which  the  gallant  Adnural 
had  tranfmltted  it,  and  of  the  diffident  terras  in  which  he  conveyed 
the  information  of  a  viftory  which  was  fo  much  owing  to  bis  own 
merit.     By  this  vi£lory,  the  naval  fuperiority  of  Great  Britain  had 
been  maintained  ;  and  for  fuch  fervices  he  was  confident  their  Lord- 
(hips  were  ready  to  beftow  their  praife,  and  the  Public  to  acknowledge 
their  obligation.     He  concluded  with  moving,  **  That  the  thanks 
of  this  Houfe  be  given  to  Vice-Admiral  Hotham,  for  his  meritori- 
ous fervices  in  the  command  of  Hit  Majefty*s  fleet  lately  fiationed  in 
the  Mediterranean." 

His  Lordfliip  obferved,  that  if  his  motion  fliould  be  carried,  as 
he  had  no  doubt  it  would,  he  (hould  follow  it  up  with  motions  of 
thanks  to  Admiral  Goodall,  Sir  Hyde  Parker,  and  all  the  officers, 
together  with  an  acknowledgement  and  appn^ation  of  the  fervices 
of  the  men  on  board  the  fleet,  &c." 

The  queftion  of  thanks  to  Admiral  Hotham  being  put, 
The  Eari  of  LAUDERDALE  obferved,  that  the  noble  Earl 
who  had  made  this  motion  had  conjectured  rightly,  when  he  ex- 
pedled  that  he  (hould  make  fome  obfervations  on  this  fubjeA,  al- 
though he  (hould  not  oppofe  the  motion  in  particular.  He  objedcd, 
however,  in  general  to  the  practice  of  voting  thanks  indifcriminately 
for  all  victories.  He  thought  that  the  fervice  was  not  honoured  bj 
placing  on  the  fame  footing  of  merit,  the  viftory  of  tht  firft  of  June 
and  the  taking  of  Baftia !  He  was  of  opinion  that  a  great  difference 
ought  to  be  made  between  a  fplendid  vifltry  and  a  trivial  advantage; 
but  Minifters  had  of  late  confounded  them,  by  coming  forward  to 
move  thanks  indifcriniinately  to  Lord  Hood  and  Lord  Howe.  This 
practice,  however,  had  been  confined  a  good  deal  to  our  naval  ope- 
rations ;  fjF,  with  the  fmgle  exception  of  Sir  Charle0<}r^i  Mini- 
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ftcrs  had,  by  the  wifdom  of  their  plans,  contrived  to  preclude  our 
military  force  from  any  chance  of  receiving  the  thanks  of  thatHoufc 
for  the  exertions  of  its  Commanders.  With  regard  to  any  diffi- 
dence that  might  be  felt  on  this  occafion,  he  owned  he  had  not  any, 

^  as  far  as  regarded  Admiral  Hotham  ;  his  diffidence  arofe  from  the 
London  Gazette.  He  perceived,  in  the  account  of  this  vid^or)', 
in  adlual  engagement  with  Admiral  Hodiam,  the  very  fliips  which 
were  dated  by  the  Gazette  to  be  deftroj^ed  by  Lord  Hood  at  Tou- 
lon, and  others  which  were  ftated  to  have  been  fo  difabled,  as  to  be 
totally  unfit  for  fervice.  Now  he  wilbed  to  know  with  what  pro- 
priety their  Lord(h)ps  could  rely  on  the  laft,  aca>unt  of  the  viflory 
of  x^dmiral  Hotham,  when  they  found  the  affair  of  Toulon  fo  fal- 
lacious and  unfounded.  By  this  mode  of  proceeding,  their  Lqrdfliips 
were  to  thank  two  Admirals  for  dcftroying  the  fame  force,  to  paft 
a  double  vote  of  thanks  for  one  and  the  fame  art  ;  and  jx)(fibly,  here- 
after, Minifters  would  come  forward  to  thank  fomc  other  Englifh 
Admiral  for  dcftroying  thefc  very  (hips  a  third  time.  Upon  thefc 
confidcrations,  he  thought  their  Lordihips  iliould  inftitute  an  in- 
quiry before  they  voted  thanks  in  future.  He  admitted,  that  the 
London  Gazette  had  formerly,  indeed,  been  a  vehicle  of  intelli- 
gence on  which  die  Public  might  rely  ;  but  fince  the  commence- 
ment of  the  prefent  war,  experience  had  taught  us  to  regard  its  au- 
thority in  many  inftances  as  extremely  doubtful,  if  not  altogether 
fallacious. 

Earl  SPENCER  faid,  that  the  noble  Earl  might,  with  the  ex- 
ertion of  a  very  little  ingenuity,  have  difcovercd  that  the  very  (hips 
which  bore  the  fame  names  as  thofe  dcftroyed  by  Lord  Hood  at 
Toulon,  might  have  been  built  on  the  keels  of  thofe  which  had  been 
burnt  to  the  water's  edge.  The  Villc  de  Paris  would  foon  be  at 
fca,  and  (hould  it  be  taken  by  the  enemy,  and  (hould  it  be  pro- 
pofed  in  the  National  Convention  to  thank  the  Admiral  for  fuch  an 
achievement,  any  Member  of  that  Convention  might  (\art  up  with 
as  much  propriety  as  the  noble  Earl  now  did,  and  fay  that  the 
Villc  de  Paris  had  been  funk  many  years  ago.  The  noble  Earl 
might  amufe  himfelf  and  dielr  Lordfhips  as  much  as  he  thought  fit, 
but  the  obfervations  he  had  made  did  not  appear  to  him  to  be  guitc 
applicable  to  the  fubjeil. 

The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE  faid,  that  with  regard  to  ingc 
nuity,  he  did  not  pretend  to  ufe  any  on  the  prefent  occafion  ;  h« 
left  the  noble  Earl  to  (i  w  as  often  as  he  pleafed  upon  his  great 
ftock  in  trade  of  that  article,  in  which  there  was  no  fear  of  his  evef 

.  feeling  any  deficiency  :  he  had,  Indeed,  given  an  inftance  of  it  this 
%.     With  regard  to  the  idea  of  his  attempting  to  amufe  bimfelj& 
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he  could  only  fay,  that  he,  in  attending  that  Hqufe,  had  (bmething 
in  view  more  important  than  amufement.  He  attended  his  duty  as 
a  Peer  of  Parliament,  to  call  Minifters  to  their  duty,  and  Co  do  all 
he  could  to  undeceive  the  Public.  What  the  noble  Earl  had  juft 
faid,  was  a  proof  of  the  ncceiTity  of  thefe  obfervations.  The  infor- 
mation which  he  had  given  to  tlie  Houfc,  was  ferious  and  alarming  ' 
indeed  ;  for  he  had  told  the  Houfc  that  the  ftiips  which  had  been 
alluded  to,  might  have  been  huilt  on  the  keels  of  thofe  which  had 
been  burnt  to  the  water's  edge  by  Lord  Hood  at  Toulon.  What 
was  this  but  confcffing  the  fupciiority  of  the  enemy  lo  us  in  build- 
ing fhips  of  war  ?  What  he  had  ftatcd  with  regard  to  the  Gazette, 
he  muft  repeat,  and  he  would  add,  that  the  accounts  in  it  were  ftu- 
dioufly  fallacious.  It  was  now  :i  publication  to  deceive  the  Public, 
and  on  which  the  prefcnt  Adminiflration  endeavoured  to  build  their 
narrow  fame. 

Earl  SPENCER  feid  a  few  words  in  explanation,  andobferved, 
that  the  qucftion  before  their  LordPnips  was,  whether  the  vidoiy 
obtained  over  the  enemy  by  Admiral  Hotham,  was  fuchas  merited 
the  thanks  of  that  Houfc  ? 

The  qUeftion  was  then  put  and  carried. 

As  were  alfo  the  thanks  to  Admiral  Goodall,  Sir  Hyde  Parker, 
officers  and  men,  &c. 

Friday  J    I'jth  ApriL 

Lord  THURLOW  rofe,  and  faid,  the  next  point  to  be  adjuftcd 
was,  the  mode  and  form  of  the  qucltions  to  be  put  to  their  Lordfliip* 
individually,  when  they  gave  judgement  in  Weftminftcr  Hall,  on 
the  impeachment  of  Warren  Haltings,  Efq.  From  the  moment 
that  their  Lordfl*iips  had.  taken  the  fubjeft  into  their  confideratiun, 
after  the  cafe  had  been  clofcd  on  botji  fides  in  the  Court  below,  it 
had  been  fettled  that  the  articles  (hould  be  difculTcd  feparatcly,'nct 
only  article  by  article,  V)Ut  charge  by  charj^e,  as  many  as  were  found 
to  be  contuincci  in  Cr^-h  article.  His  Lrrciilup  faid,  that  he  had  fug- 
golkd  this  motic  of  difcufilon,  in  the  firft  inftance,  in  order  to  re- 
move obvious  difficulty  and  avoid  embarraiTm^nt,  which  muft  have 
been  the  cafe,  where  any  difference  of  opinion  was  likely  to  be  en- 
tertained ;  and  in  order  to  leave  each  noble  Lord  pcrfedly  free  and 
unfettered  as  to  the  operation  of  his  judgement,  upon  every  one  dif- 
tindt  criminal  cliarge.  As  far  as  the  nature  of  the  cafe  (hould  be 
found  to  require  .it,  his  own  opinion  was,  that  tlic  fame  line  of  con- 
.  duft  ought  to  be  purfued  with  regard  to  the  quefiions  to  be  put  in 
Wcftminfter  Hall ;  where  there  were  feveral  diflind  charges  con- 
tained in  one  article^  it  would,  he  conceived,  be  proper  to  put  fe- 
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vcral  diflin<£t  queftions.  He  owned,  however,  he  ]iad  been  a  good 
deal  ftruck  with  the  opinion  ftated  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord^ 
when  ^ifcufllng  the  firll  article,  viz.  tlia^-  altho-jgh  ir  confiitcd  of  fe- 
vcral  fa  els  averred  to  be  matters  of  diftinct  criminal  charge,  yet  that 
all  of  them  collcblivcly,  amounted  only  to  one  material  charge  pf 
high  crime  and  mifdcmeanor  ^  and  diat,  had  the  article  been  pro- 
perly drawn,  tlie  arrefl  wr",;ld  perhaps  have  been  the  only,  or  at  leaft 
the  principal,  charge  averred  in  the  firft  article.  It  was  indifputably 
true,  that  ihey  were  but  fo  many  o>nftituent  parts  of  one  whole, 
and  were  fo  far  relatively  connc6led,  that,  though  fcparately  aver- 
red, they  might  all,  without  embarraffmcnt  or  difficultv,  be  com<* 
prehended  in  one  qucltion  to  this  effc<5)  :  "  Is  the  Defendant, 
Warren  Hafiings,  guilty  of  the  cliai^es  of  high  crime  and  misde- 
meanor contained  in  the  firft  article  of  the  impeachment  ?**  His  Loi4* 
(hip  faid,  he  w  ifhed  to  hear  the  fentiments  of  other  noble  Lordf, 
before  he  moved  it  as  a  queftion  to  be  put. 

Lord  RADNOR  faid,  he  had  fome  difficulty  in  regard  to  the 
firft  article.  It  confifted  of  various  charges,  with  rcfpedl  to  fome  gf 
which,  he  might  think  Mr.  Haftings  criminal,  and  with  rcfpeft  to 
others,  he  might  deem  him  innocent.  He  thought  it  might  be  con- 
fidered  as  divifihle  under  five  dil1in6t  beads  of  charge,  in  which  cafe 
every  noble  Lord,  wfco  entertained  a  different  opinion  upon  the  dif- 
ferent charges,  migiit  fatisfy  his  conlcience  and  his  judgement,  by 
anfwering,  as  he  was  convinced,  to  the  queftion  that  (hould  be  put 
upon  each.  He  did  not,  however,  mean  to  offer  any  refiftance  to 
the  motion  ;  he  wiflied,  neverthelefs,  to  hear  the  opinibns  of  other 
noble  Lords  on  the  fubjedt,  with  rcfpc6t  to  the  law  and  juftice  of 
tlie  cafe,  and  in  refpedl  to  the  mode  of  delivering  judgement. 
.  The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  faid,  that  as  the  noble  anfl 
learned  Lord  had  already  ftated,  ihe  articK;  certainly  did  contain  fe- 
veral  charges  feparatcly  averred,  but  moft  of  them  were  not  fubftaft- 
tive  charges,  only  matters  of  p^gravation,  and  tending  to  lead  to, 
arid  fubftantiatc  the  material  f;i:ls  that  were,  in  the  confideration  of 
law  and  juftice,  the  high  .crimes  and  mirdcmeanors  to  be  decided 
upon.  He  though:,  therefore,  the  whole  article  might  be  cor^pre- 
hendcd  under  the  fingle  queftion  of — Is  the  Defendant  guilty,  or  not 
guilty^  of  the  high  crimes  and  mifdemeanors  charged  in  the  firft 
article  ? 

Lord  THURLOVV  faid,  the  opinign  of  the  noble  Earl  was  cer- 
tainly of  weight,  and  entitled  to  great-  rOfpeft  j  if  it  was  generaUjr 
the  wifli  of  their  LordH^ips  to  fubdivide  the  article,  and  put  five 
diftindt  queftions,  lie  had  no  objedlion ;  but  he  really  (aw  no  occa- 
iion  for  it,  as  the  fine,  the  arrcft,  and  the  depofition  of  Cheyt  Sin^ 
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confKtuted  the  eflential  charge,  and  the  other  fa6ts  averred  as  mat- 
ters of  criminal  chaige,  were  either  to  be  deemed  matters  of  aggra- 
vation, or  inducements  to  the  material  charge.  His  Loidfhip  hav- 
ing farther  explained  the  grounds  of  aigument,  which  had  induced 
him  to  entertain  the  opinion  he  had  before  dated  to  their  Lordfliips 
rcfpefling  the  Benares  article,  moved  the  queflien  in  form,  as  he 
had  (iril  pvopofcd  it ;  which  having  been  unanimoufly  agreed  to, 

Lord  Thurlow  moved,  **  That  each  Peer  give  his  anfwcr  to  the 
quenion,.by  laying  his  right  hand  on  his  breaft,  and  faying,  "  Guilfyf 
or  N^t  Guilty,  upon  my  honour." — Ordered. 

^x>rd  Thurlow  next  obfcfvcd,  that  the  article  concerning  the 
treatment  of  the  Begums,  certainly  confifted  of  two  parts :  The  vio- 
lation of  the  Company's  guarantee  was  one,  and  the  rcfumption  of 
tiic  ja^iires,  and  feixing  of  the  treafurcs  in  poffeflion  of  the  Begum, 
the  other  ;  but  as  one  led  to  the  other,  and  both  were  conne<9cd,  he 
thought  both  might.be  comprehended  under  one  queftjon,  andihould 
move  accordingly,  unlcfs  fome  noble  Lord  (hould  obje<?^  to  it.  l^o 
dbje6iion  being  offered,  the  qycftion  was  fo  put  and  agreed  to. 

The  next  article,  being  the  fixth,  containing  the  feveral  charges 
icfpc6ling  the  prefents, 

The  Earl  of  MANSFIELD  rofeandfaid,  he  thought  that  the 
diaiges  contained  in  that  article  flood  on  fuch  different  grounds  from 
each  other,  and  were  fo  diflincfl  in  their  nature,  that  they  could  not 
be  comprehended  under  one  general  queftion  of  Guilty  or  N^t  Guilty; 
becaufe,  if  that  was  the  cafe,  how  could  thofe  who  thought  the  De- 
fendant guilty  of  any  one  charge  of  taking  a  prefent,  acquit  him  upon 
the  whole  article  ?  Or,  on  the  other  hand,  how  could  thofe  who 
thoi^ht  him  innocent  of  feme,  but  guilty  of  others,  condemn  h?m 
upon  the  whole  ?  Until  he  was  better  advifcd,  his  Lordfhip  faid,  he 
Ihould  think  the  feveral  diflinft  charges  required  as  many  diftincl 
qucftions  to  be  put  refpedting  them. 

Lord  WALSINGH  AM  faid,  he  felt  cx?.(Sly  in  the  fame  manner 
icfpeciing  the  article  relative  to  the  contracts  ;  in  fomc  imtanccs  he 
might  think  Mr.  Mailings  criminal ;  in  others  not  fo:  And  there- 
fore he  felt  the  neceffity  of  putting  didind  qucftions  on  each  head  of 
'  charge  contained  in  the  fourth  article. 

Lord  THURLOW  faid,  it  was  enough  to  incline  him  to  agree 
to  put  fcparate  queflions,  to  hear  that  any  one  Lord  defired  or  felt  it 
proper  to  meet  the  rcfpeftivc  charges  contained  in  the  two  articles  of 
prefents  and  contra<fts,  with  diflindl  and  feparate  queflions. 

DiftinA  queflions  were  accordingly  agreed  to  be  put  and  taken 

Jingulafim,  on  the  fix  charges  contained  in  the  fixth  article,  viz.  tli« 

prefents  which  Mr.  Haflings  was  charged  to  have  corruptly  taken  m 
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the  years  1772,  1773,  and  1774;  the  prefent  of  two  lacks  of 
rupees  corruptly  received  and  taken  from  Sadanund,  the  buxfy  of 
the  Rajah  Chcyt  Sing ;  the  fum  of  money  amounting  to  four  lacks 
of  rupees,  taken  and  received  from  Kcllcram,  on  behalf  of  himfelf 
and  a  certain  pcrfon  called  CuUian  Sing ;  the  fum  of  fifty-eight  thou- 
fand  rppccs  received  and  taken  as  a  prefent  from  Nundoolol ;  the 
prefent  of  ten  lacks  of  rupees  taken  and  received  from  the  Vizier  at 
Chunar,  in  September  1 7  8 1  ;  and  a  fum  of  money  amounting  to 
thirty-four  thouland  pounds  ilcrling,  firil  fraudulently  folicitcd  as  a 
loan,  and  afterwards  corruptly  and  illegally  taken  and  retained  as  a 
prefent  from  Rajah  Nobkiffen. 

Seven  diftinft  queftions  were  ordered,  in  like  manor,  to  be  put 
Jingulaim  on  the  fourth  article,  viz.  the  opium  contradt,  granted  to 
Mr.  Stephen  Sulivan  for  four  years,  without  advertifing  the  fame^ 
and  on  terms  glaringly  extravagant,  and  wantonly  profufe  ;  the  hav- 
ing borrowed  money  at  a  large  intercft  to  advance  to  the  contradlor 
for  opium,  and  engaging  the  Eaft-India  Company  in  a  fmuggling 
adventure  to  China ;  granting  the  bullock  contraft  to  Charles  Croftcs, 
Efq. ;  granting  the  provifion  of  bullocks  by  agency  to  Sir  Charles 
Blunt ;  the  fevcral  allowances  made  to  Sir  Eyre  Coote,  and  direSed 
to  be  paid  him  by  die  Vixier ;  the  appointment  of  James  Peter  Au- 
riol,  Efq.  to  be  agent  for  the  purdjafe  of  fupplics  for  relief  of  die 
prelidency  of  Madras,  and  the  other  prelidencics  in  India,  with  a 
commiflton  of  fifteen  per  cent. ;  and  the  appointment  of  John  Belli, 
Efq.  to  be  agent  for  the  fupply  of  ftorcs  and  provifions  for  the  garrifon 
of  Fort  William,  in  Bengal,  with  a  commiffion  of  thirty  pcT  cent. 

It  wa«  (hen  moved  and  agreed  to,  that  the  quc()ions  to  be  put^ 
be  printed  *  for  the  ufe  of  their  Lordfliips. 

♦  The  papen  were  thus  printed  for  the  ufc  of  their  Lorciniipf. 

Queftions  to  be  put  to  the  Loi*ds  in  Wcrtminflcr  Hall,  on  the  im- 
peachment againft  Warren  Haftings,  Efq. 

Di€  Veneris  J   I'j^  AprJi's  1795. 

Refolved,  by  the  Lords' fpirirual  and  trm]iora},  in  Parliament  affem- 
bled,  that  the  following  quellioiu  be  put  to  the  Lords  in  Weftminfter 
Hall,  viz. 

I.  Is  Warren  Haftings,  Efq.  guilty,  or  not  guilty,  of  high  crimct 
and  mifdemeaaors,  charged  by  the  Commons  In  the  fird  article  of  charge  ? 

a.  It  Warreo  Haftings,  Efq.  guilty,  or  not  guilty,  of  high  crimes  and 
miidemeanorsi  charged  by  the  Commons  in  the  fecond  article  of  charge? 

3.  Is  Warren  Haumgs,  Efq.  guilty,  or  nor  guilty,  of  high  crimes  and 
miidemeanors,  charged  upon  him  by  thjc  Commons  in  the  (ixth  article  of 
charge,  in  fo  far  as  relates  to  the  (kid  Warren  Haflings  having,  in  tht 
yean  17721  17731  aud  i774»  corruptly  uken  the  feveral  fumsof  moncj 
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^         -  •  '  '         . 

Lord  THlJRLOW  concluded  with  moving  that  their  Lordftiips 
proceed  farther  in  Weftminfter  Hall  with  the  impeachment  of  War- 

clargcj  to  have  been  taken  by  him  in  the  (aid  years  from  the  fevcralpcr- 
fyni  in  the  faid  article  particularly  mentioned? 

4.  Js  Warren  Hailings,  Efq.  guilty,  or  not  guilty,  of  high  crimes 
and  miidemeanors,  charged  upon  him  by  the  Commons  in  the  iixth  ar- 
ticle of  charge,  ill  fo  far  as  relates  to  his  having,  on  or  before  the  26th  of 
jfunc  1780,  corruptly  received  smd  taken  from  Sadanund,  the  Baxfy 
df  the  Raja  Cheyt  Stng,   the  fum  of  two  lacks  of  rupees  as  a j}refcD( 

orgifj? 

^.  Is  Warren  Haftfngs,  Efq.  guilty,  or  nor  guilty,  -of  high  crirati 
and  mifdemeanors,  charged  upon  him  by  the  Commons  in  the  fixrh  article 
trf  charge,  in  fo  far  as  relates  toJiis  havinpf,  in  Oc%ber  17S0,  taken  and 
received  from  Keileram,  on  behalf  of  himfelf  and  t  certain  pcrfon  called 
Cullian  Sing,  a  fum  of  money  amounting  tof^ur  lacks  of  rupees,  in  con- 
lideration  of  letting  to  them  certain  lands  in  the  province  of  Bahar  ia 
perpetuity,  contrary  to  his  duty,  and  to  the  injury  of  the  Eaft-lndia 
fcompany  ? 

6.  Is  Warren  Hidings,  Efq.  guilty,  or  rtot  guilty,  of  high  criincs 
and  mifdemeanon,  charged  upon  him  by  the  Commons  in  the  tixth  ar- 
ticle of  charge,  in  fo  far  as  relate*  to  his  having,  in  the  year  1781,  re- 
vived and  taken  as  a  prefeni  from  Niindoolol  the  fum  of  fifty -eight  thod- 
iand  rupees  ? 

7.  Is  Warren  Haftings,  Efq.  guilty,  or  not  guilty,  of  high  crimes  and 
mtCdemeanors,  charged  upon  him  by  the  Commons  in  the  iixth  aniclc 
of  charge,  in  fo  far  as  relates  to  his  having,  on  or  about  the  month  of 
September  17J81,  at  Chunar,  in  the  province  of  Oude,  contrary  to  bis 
duty,  taken  and  received  as  a  prefent  fionv  the  Vizier  the  fum  of  ten  lacks 
of  rupees  ? 

8.  Is  Warren  Haftings,  Efq,  guilty,  or  not  guilty,  of  high  crimes 
and  mifdemeanors,  charged  upon  him  by  the  Commons  in  the  fixth  ar- 
ticle of  charge,  in  fo  far  as  relates  to  his  having  firft  fraudulently  folicitcd 
as  a  loan,  and  of  his  having  afterwards  corruptly  and  illegally  takca 
and  retained  as  a  prefent  or  gift,  from  Rajah  Nobkiflen,  a  fum  of  mo- 
ney amounting  to  34,oool.'  fterling ;  and  of  his  having,  without  any 
allowance  from  the  Diredtors,  or  any  perfon  authprifcd  to  grant  fuch  al- 
lowance, applied  the  ftme  to  his  own  ufc,  under  pretence  of  diicharginj 
certain  expences,  faid  to  be  incurred  by  the  faid  Warren  Haftings  in  bis 
public  capacity  ? 

o.  Is  Warren  Haftings,  Efq.  guilty,  or  not  guilty,  of  high  crimes 
and  mifdemeanors,  charged  upon  him  by  the  Commons  in  the  fourth  ar« 
tide  of  charge,  info  far  as  relates  to  his  having,  in  the  year  1781, 
granted  a  contra6t  for  the  provifion  of  opium  for  four  years,  to  Stephen 
Sulivan,  Efq,  without  advertiling  for  the  fame,  and  upon  terms  glaringly 
extravagant  on  J  wantonly  profufc,  for  the  purpofc  of  ciieating  an  inftant 
fortune  to  the  faid  Stephen  Sulivan.  •  - 

10.  Is  Warren  Haftings,  Efq.  guilty,  or  not  g«i!ty,  of  high  crimes 
and  mifdemeanors,  charged  upon  him  by  the  Commons  in  the  Fourth  ar- 
ticle of  charge,  in  fo  far  as  relates  to  his  havin]^  borrowed  money  at  a 
large  interert  for  the  purpofc  of  advancing  the  fame  to  the  contract  for 
opium,  and  engaging  the  Eail-India  Company  in  a  fmuggling adventure 
to  China  ^ 
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rcn  HaflingSy  Efq.  on  Thurfday  next,  and*  that  notice  of  the  fame 
be  fcnt  to  the  Houfe  of  Commons. 

Ordered,  that  this  Houfe  do  proceed  farther  in  the  trial  of  War^ 
rcn  Haftings,  Efq.  on  Thurfday  morning  next,  at  ten  of  the  clockj 
in  Wcftminfter  Hall. 

Monday^   loth  April 

Lord  KENYON  moved  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  amend  an 
aft  palled  in  the  laft  feffion  of  Parliament,  for  the  relief  of  infohrent 
debtors  of  a  e^tain  defcription*  The  former  bill,  his  Lordfhip 
faid,  on  account  of  the  loofe  and  flovenly  manner  in  which  it  had 
been  3ra^n  up,  was  inadequate  to  its  objedt ;  and  fcvcral  eafes  hac! 
occurred  to  him  and  his  learned  brothers  in  their  judicial  capacity, 
where  the  humane  intentions  of  the  Legiflature  had  been  defeated. 
The  primary  objeft  of  this  bill  was  to  give  perfons  the  benefit  of  the 
late  aft,  who  were  in  equity  entitled  to  it ;  and  next,  to  make  a  few 
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1 1.  Is  Warren  Hadings,  Efq.  ^uihy,  or  not  guilty,  of  high  crimes 
and  mlfdemeanors,  charged  upon  him  by  the  Commons  in  the  fourth  ar- 
ticle of  charge,  in  fo  far  as  relates  to  the  contract  for  bullocks,  granted 
to  Charles  Croftes,  Efdj  ?  ^ 

12.  Is  Warren  HjlHngs,  Efq.  guilty,  or  not  guilty,  of  high  crimen 
and  mifdemeanors,  charged  upon  him  by  the  Commons  in  the  tourth  ar- 
ticle of  eharge,  in  fo  far  as  relates  to  his  having  granted  the  provifion  of 
bullocks  CO  Sir  Charles  Blunt,  by  the  mode  of  agency  ? 

13.  Is  Warren  Mailings,  Efq.  guilty,  or  not  guilty,  of  high  crimes 
and  mifdemeanors,  charged  upon  hli£  by  the  Commonrin  the  fourth  ar- ' 
tide  of  charge^  in  fo  far  as  relates  to  the  feveral  allowances  charged  to 
have  beep  made  to  Sir  Eyre  Coote,  and  direded  to  be  paid  by  the  Vizier 
for  the  ufc  of  the  (laid  Sir  Eyre  Coote  ^  . 

14.  Is  Warren  Haftings^  Efq.  guilty,  or  not  guilty,  of  high  crimes 
and  mifdemeanors,  charged  upon  him  by  the  Commons  in  the  fourth  ar- 
ticle of  charge,  in  fo  far  as  relates  to  the  appointment  ^  J^mes  Peter 
Auriol,  Efq,  to  be  agent  for  the  purchafe  of  lupplies  for  tlic  relief  of  the 
prefidcncy  of  Madras,  and  all  the  other  preiideacict  in  India,  with  a 
commiffion  of  fifteen  per  cent.  ? 

1 5.  Is  Warren  Hallings,  Efq,  guilty,  or  not  guilty,  of  high  crimes 
and  mifdemeanors,  charged  upon  him  by  the  Commons  in  the  fourth  ar- 
ticle of  charge,  in  (b  far  as  relites  to  the  appointment  of  John  Belli,  Efq« 
10  be  agent/ for  the  fupply  of  (lores  and  provilions  for  the  garrifon  of  Fort 
WiUiain  in  Bengal,  with  a  commillion  of  thirty  per  cent.  ? 

16.  h  Warren  Haftings,  Efq.  guilty,  or  not  guilty,  of  the  reiidueof 
the  high  crimes  and  mildemcanors,  or  any  of  them,  charged  upon  him 
by  the  impeachment  of  the  Commons  { 

Refolved,  by  the  Lords  fpiritual  and  temporal,  in  Parliament  aiTem- 
bled,  that  the  laid  queftioas  iliall  be  fcveraliy  put  in  Weftminder  Hall  to 
^ch  of  the  Lords*  beginning  with  the  junior  Baron  ;  and  that  the  only 
»ttiwcr  (hall  be  given  by  each  Lord  in  ihefe  words  j — "  Guiltjr,  iipoa 
^y  honour;"  or,  •*  Not  Guilty,  upon  my  honour;"  laying  his  ng\\t 
liand  on  bis  brcaft. 

Vou  XUL  •       3  E 
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neceiTaiy  r^julations  in  the  laws,  as  fiur  as  th^  idated  to  a^Qos 

of  debt. 

The  Earl  of  MOIRA  cxprcffcd  his  wifli  to  fupport  any  mcafurc 
that  had  a  tendency  to  the  public  good ;  and  fiill  niore  cordially  would 
he  fupport  one  which  went  to  the  refloring  of  individuals  to  fodety, 
who  were  pining  out  a  miferable  cxiftencc  within  the  walls  of  a 
prifon.     But  he  was  apprehenfive  that  this  bill  would  not  go  far 
enough,  as  nothing  (bort  of  a  change  of  the  prefcnt  fyflem  of  prac- 
tice could  eradicate  die  numerous  abufes  that  had  crept  into  it.  The 
Prince  of  Wales,  his  Lordfhip  faid,  he  underilood  from  oomrooQ 
report,  had  received  petitions  from  various  perfons,  praying  that  his 
JRpyal  Highnefs  would  be  pleafed  to  ufe  his  influence  in  promoting 
an  2L&  of  Grace.     To  the  prayer  of  thefe  petitions  he«underflood  his 
Royal  Highnefs  lent  a  favourable  ear,  and  from  a  ccHncidence  of 
c^ircumfhnces  the  petitioners  were  led  to  entertain  the  moft  fanguine 
cxpedations  of  a  favourable  iflTue.     If  this  report  was  well  founded), 
an  z&  of  grace  would  be  much  more  extenfive  in  its  operation,  and 
would  render  a  meafure  of  this  fort  nugatory,  as  far  as  it  applied  to 
the  individuals  who  could  not  take  the  benefit  of  the  late  aft.     At 
any  rate  he  truded  this  bill  would  not  be  an  obilaclc  to  the  humane 
interference  of  the  Prince,  if  his  Royal  Highnefs  (hoidd  deign  to  be- 
come an  advocate  for  the  unfortunate.     Leave  was  given>  the  bill 
brought  in,  and  read  the  fird  time. 

The  bill  for  obliging  perfons  wearing  hair  powder  to  take  out  a 
certificate  for  permiflion  to  do  the  fame,  was  read  a  iecond  time, 
and  on  the  qucflion  being  put  for  Its  commitment. 

The  Duke  of  NORFOLK  faid,  he  obferved  a  claufc  in  the  bill, 
which,  in  his  opinion,  was  fufHcient  to  vitiate  the  whole,  and  to 
induce  the  Houfe  either  to  expunge  that  claufe,  or  to  rejeft  the  bill 
in  Mo.  He  wifhed,  therefore,  to  apprife  their  Lordflups,  that  as 
he  had  not  oppofed  the  bill  in  the  ufual  fhge,  and  as  be  did  not 
wi(h  to  take  the  Houfe  by  furprife,  he  (hould  move  for  the  n^edion 
of  the  claufe  fubjcdlmg  maftcrs  of  families  to  ^  heavy  penalty  for 
omitting  to  make  a  return  of  the  perfons  under  their -roof' wearing 
hair  powder  without  a  licence. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  committed. 

Tuejdofj    2  \ft  Afril 

The  Debtor  and  Creditor  bill  was  read  a  fecond  timei  and  the 
Houfe  adjourned. 

fVedneJdayj  7.2d AprH. 

.    The  Lottery  bill  was  read  a  firfl  time  \  a  number  of  other  bills 
were  alfo  read  by  their  Lordfhips. 
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Mr.  mher»  from  the  Exchequer,  prefented  to  their  Lo:d(hip8 
a'  ftatctnent  of  certain  accounts. — Adjourned. 

Thurfday,  7,yl  April. 

«  • 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  having  given  notice  the  preced- 
ing day  that  he  would  come  down  to  the  chamber  of  Parliament  at 
eleven  next  morning,  in  order,  as  foon  as  their  Lordfhips  (hould 
aflemble,  to  fend  the  Commons  word  that  they  were  ready  to  pro- 
ceed to  Weftminfter  Hall,  to  give  judgement  on  the  impeachment 
of  Warren  Haftings,  Efq.,  the  Lords  who  meant  to  pronounce  a 
verdi£i  upon  the  fcveral  qucQionsJinguhtlm,  previoufly  fettled  to  be 
put  to  each  individual  Peer  who  went  into  the  Hall  to  fit  in  his 
robes  as  a  judge  upon  die  impeachment,  were  prefent  about  twelve 
o*cloek. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  then  rofe,  and  defired  that  farther  diredions 
mi^t  be  given  concemii^  the  farther  proceedings  upon  the  trial  of 
Warren  HalHngs,  Efq.  in  Weftminftcr  Hall. 

It  wfis  moved  to  leave  out  -in  the  fixteenth  queftion,  agreed  to  be 
put  to  the  Lords  in  Weftminfter  Hall,  after  the  words,  "  not  guilty 
of,**  the  following  words,  "  the  rcfidue  of  the."  The  fame  was 
agreed  to,  and  ordered  accordingly.  Then  it  was  moved  to  leave 
out  in  the  fame  quedion  after  "  mifdemeanors,"  the  words  "  or  any 
of  them :"  The  fame  was  agreed  to,  and  ordered  accordingly.  It 
was  next  moved  to  infert  in  the  fame  queflion  after  the  words  '<  by 
the,"  the  following  words,  viz.  "the  refidue  of  the  :*'  Agreed  to, 
and  ordered  accordingly. 

Then  it  was  moved  to  amend  the  refolution  touching  the  manner 
of  putting  the  queftions  to  the  Lords  in  Weftminfter  Hall,  by  leav- 
ing out  the  word  *'  put,"  after  the  word  "  feverally ;"  and  infcrting 
inftead  thereof  the  word  '*  ftated :"  Agreed  to,  and  ordered  accord^ 
ii^ly.  Alfo  in  the  fame  refolution,  after  the  words  "  Weftminfter 
Hall,"  to  infert  the  words  "  and  the  following  queftion  put :"  The 
fame  was  agreed  to,  and  ordered  accordingly.  Alfo  in  the  fame  le- 
folotbn,  af^r  the  words  <' junior  Baron,"  to  infert  the  following 
words,  '<  Is  Warren  Haftings,  Efq.  guilty,  or  not  guilty  r"  The 
faane  was  agreed  to,  and  ordered  accordingly.  Then  it  was  agreed 
by  the  Houfe  arnl  ordered,  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  having  taken 
the  votes  upop  each  of  the  faid  queftions,  (hall  declare  the  majority 
to  the  Houfe,  and  alfo  to  the  defendant,  as  foon  as  he  (hall  be  l>rought 
to  the  bar. 

The  Earl  of  CAERNARVON  obfcrved,  that  the  1 6th  queftion 
ordered  to  be  put  to  the  Peers  in  Weftnunfter  Hall,  notwithfianding 
the  alteration  it  had  received,  left  him  in  confiderable  embarrafTment, 

3E  z 
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as  he  doubted  whether  it  was  poflible  to  give  to  it  the  fitnpk  aitfwer 
of  Guilty  or  Not  Guilty,  and  the  order  of  the  Houfe  prohibited  a 
qualified  or  fpccial  vcrdift. 

The  divifion  of  the  articles  of  impeachment  into  feveral  queftions 
to, be  put  to  the  Peers  as  judges,  has  not  been  done  with  fuiiicient 
accuracy ;  (b  that  feveral  mntters  (contained  in  the  four  articles  par- 
ticularly difcuffcd  in  the  Ccmmittee)  which  are  criminally  chaigcd 
in  their  refpcflivc  articles,  have  been  in  the  fubdivifion  omitted, 
and  will  therefore  neither  meet  with  acquittal  nor  condemnation,  ex- 
cept under  the  laft  fwccping  qucflion  :  Any  perfon  who  will  compare 
the  articles  of  impeachment  exhibited  by  the  Commons,  and  an- 
fi;vcred  by  the  defcnclant,  with  the  evidence  adduced,  will  fee  that 
the  queftions  do  not  cover  all  the  matter  criminally  charged  in  the 
articles ;  and  confequently  if  no  more  accurate  fubdivifion  is  made, 
or  more  comprehcnflve  queflion  put,  as  in  the  i  ft  and  2d  articlesi 
much  criminal  matter  will  efcapc  judgement ;  as  for  inftance  (aroongft 
many  others),  in  the  article  relating  to  contradts,  the  exorbitant  fum 
given  to  Mr.  Fergufon  for  the  relinquiftiment  of  the  bullock  con- 
trait,  which  miglit  have  been  terminated  by  notice  without  aiiy  cx- 
pcncc,  is  chai^ged  criminally  by  the  Commons,  and  is  neither  com- 
prehended in  the  terms  of  the  nth  nor  I2th  queftions.  Several 
articles  exhibited  by  the  Commons,  and  anfwerodl  by  the  defendant 
in  his  reply  at  the  bar,  and  opened  generally  by  the  Managers,  have 
been  fupported  by  witneffes  and  evidence,  produced  in  the  courfc  of 
the  difcuflion>  of  the  particular  articles  fpecially  opened,  as  in  the 
2d  article,  much  evidence  was  produced,  and  fome  admitted  onlr 
as  applicable  to  parts  of  the  9th,  loth,  and  nth,  and  other  arti- 
cles, and  yet  no  queftion  except  the  laft  or  l6th  queftion  compre- 
hends thofc  matters  which,  whether  fufliciently  proved  or  fulficienrijr 
refuted,  remajn  fubjedt  to  the  judgement  of  the  Court ;  though  the 
Alanagers  did  not  think  fit  to  open  them  particularly  or  dwell  fiirtlKT 
on  them  after  tlie  evidence  they  had  already  given.  The  2d  article 
oh  the  fubjeft  of  the  Begums  is  fo  much  involved  in  all  thofe  matters 
which  refpcdt  the  treaty  of  Chijnar,  and  the  ccndu6^  of  Mr.  Hafti^gs 
tovl^ards  the  N'^ibob  of  Oude,  that  the  evidence  cffential  to  one  could 
not  in  poffihility  be  indifferent  to  the  others.  The  1 6tii  queftion 
fuppofcs  a  refidue  of  matter  criminally  charged  ;  for  if  there  is  no 
fuch  refidue,  the  queftion  is  idle  and  niigatory,  if  there  is  more  than 
one  finglc  hA  criminally  chai^ged  in  that  refidue,  the  queftion  (hould 
te  fo  framed  as  to  enable  thofe  who  are  to  decide,  to  afFirm  Guiliy 
or  Not  Guilty,  not  only  of  the  whole  but  of  any  part.  The  terms 
of  the  1 6th  queftion,  as  new  altered,  feem  capable  of  an  intcrprc- 
ution  by  wluch  the  anfwer  of  Guilty  muft  be  fuppofcd  t?o  apply  to  all 
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the  refiduc  chai^d  in  the  .original  articles  of  impeachment ;  and  tfao 
phrafe  of  Not  Guilty  may  feem  to  imply  that  he  wasgufltyof  «)o 
part.  To  neither  of  thcfe  concluiions  does  the  evidence  permit  me 
to  fubfcribe,  and  conTequently  I  (hould  be  obliged,  in  difobedieiioe 
to  the  order  of  the  Houfe,  to  give  a  qualified  judgement  to  the  1 6di 
queftion,  wbldi  might  occafion  an  adjournment  to  the  chamber  of 
Parliament,  an  event  produdive  of  inconvenience  and  ill  ef&6l,  to 
be  avdided  if  poffible ;  and  the  alteration  of  the  words,  or  at  leaft 
an  explanation  from  the  Houfe  that  the  anfwcr  of  Guilty  to  the 
1 6th  queftion  is  to  be  underftood  to  mean  that  the  defendant  is 
guilty  of  high  crimes  and  mifdemeanors  charged  in  fome  part  of. 
the  rciidue,  will  remove  all  the  difficulty,  and  no  nnore  minute 
fubdivifion  will  then  be  neceflary,  unlefs  the  defendant  (houU  be' 
found  guilty,  in  which  cafe  alone  a  more  accurate  calculation  cf 
the  quantum  of  guilt  mud  precede  any  poflible  puniihment. 

Lord  THURLOW  faid,  he  could  not  avcnd  expreiTing  his  fur« 
prife  at  the  obfervations  made  by  the  noble  Ear^  in  the  prefent  (b^ 
of  the  bufinefs.     He  called  to  the  recolleflion  of  their  Lorddiipas^ . 
that  in'-the  various  difcuflions  which  this  important  fubjedl  had  re- 
ceived, he  had  repeatedly  dcfircd  every  noble  Lord  who  entertained 
a  doubt  upon  any  allegation  in  any  article,  to  propofe  a  queiUoo, 
either  in  a  Cgmmittee  of  the  whc4e  Houfe,  Or  in  ^c  Houfe,  upw 
the  Report.     It  was  at  the  fuggedion  of  different  Lords,  that  the 
various  quedions  were  propofed  on  which  they  were  diat  day  to  vote 
in  Weftminfter  Hall.     The  noble  Earl  made  no  objcfiion  to  thdr 
Lordfhips*  taking  the  fecond  article  in  a  (ingle  queftion,  nor  to  the 
divifion  of  the  fourth  article  into  five  quedions.     The  noble  £axl 
did  not  objedl  to  their  Lordfhips'  comprifing  all  the  other  points  oi^ 
which  the  Commons  had  giver!  no  evidence,  as  well  as  the  remain- 
der of  the  articles  on  which  evidence  was  given,  in  a  fingle  quefn 
tion.     If  he  had,  their  LordQiips  might  have  come  to  twcnty-ltXy 
indcad  of  fixteen,  verdifls  in  Wedminder  Hall.     Lord  Thurlow  * 
faid,  he  had  fubdivided  the   matter  on  which  evidence  had  been 
given,  according  to  his  ideas  of  the  importance  of  the  fubjedi  ;  bu& 
he  never  prefumed  to  limit  the  noble  Earl,  or  any  other  nobk  Lord^ 
and  therefore,  if  the  divifion  had  not  been  made  with  fufficient  ac- 
curacy, in  the  noble  Earl's  opinion,  he  mud  fay  the  noble  Earl  him^ 
felf  was  to  blame ;  he  had  attended  the  difcuiTion  through  every 
dage,  and  the  noble'  Earl  might  have  fubmitted  his   ideas  to  the 
Houfe  as  often  as  he  thought  proper. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR,  who  had  fird  fuggeded  the  pio-. 
priety  of  thofc  amendments  in  the  quedions  which  the  Houfe  had 
^optedy  next  dated  the  necefilty  oi  deciding  that  he  ought  to  be  at 
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Ubnrf]^  not  to  ibte  to  each  Lonf  dk  whole  qorlHbn;  as  it  wodd  lead 
into  grcnt  lengthy  and  anfWer  no  ufeful  puipofe,  fince  flating  it  once 
at  !arj:e,  previous  to  his  beginning  to  put  the  queftion  upon  it  to  each 
iiidtvidual  Peer,  beginning  with  the  junior  Baton,  would  as  effisdu- 
ally'  anfwer  the  end,  ami  fave  their  Lordftri^^much  time ;  but  it 
was  neceflbry  to  inikc  an  order  to  this  cfieft,  asrthe  h'teral  import  of 
Ae  order  already  made  required  that  he  fliould  repeat  each  quefSon 
tt>  every  Pfeer,  on  dcfiring  him  to  fay  whether  the  defendant  was 
gifiby  m*  mf  guilty  of  ench  particular  charge. 

Lord  THURLOW  and  feveral  other  Lords  declared  their  appro- 
hitfon  of  the  propofed  amendment. 

A  few  words*  pafled  as  to  the  condudl  eventually  to  be  held,  if  the 
Managers  for  the  Commons  fhould  infift  on  fpeakii^^  but  as  it  did 
UDt  appear  probable  that  the  Managers  would  urge  any  fljch  claim, 
nothing  was  fettled  on  that  point.  Had  the  Managers  therdbre 
daimed  it  as  their  right,  the  Lords,  in  all  probability,  would  have 
rstired  to  their  chamber  of  Parliament  to  dd>ate  the  propriety  of  the 
daim,  and  adjuft  their  decifion  upon  it. 

The  order  of  the  day  being  read  for  the  proceeding  fardier  in  Ac 
tnal  of  Warren  Haftings,  E(q;  upon  the  articles  of  Impeachment 
bvotight  up  againft  him  by  the  Commons,  for  hig^  crimes  and  mif- 
demeanors,  the  Lords  were  called  over  by  the  clerk  at  the  table. 
Then  the  Houfe  was  adjourned  into  Wcftminftcf  Hall,  and  the  Lords 
ploceedcd  there  at  half  after  twelve  in  the  irfual  form,  and  after 
making  an  obdfanecrelpcdivcly  to  the  Throne,  being  feated  in  their 
places,  according  to  their  rank  of  peerage,  the  Houfe  was  refumed. 

Proclamation  having  been  made  in  the  ufuai  wayi  Waircn  Haf- 
tings, Efq.  and  his  bail  w^re  called  into*  Coon,  and  the  defendant 
having  knelt,  and  been  dircfted  to  rife,  was  ordered  to  withdraw. 
-Then  the  LORD  CHANCELLOR  flood  up  and  faid, 

**  Your  Lordfhips  having  fully  heard  and  confidered  of  the  cvi- 
denee  and  arguments  in  this  cafe,  have  agreed  upon  feveral  queffions, 
whidi  are  feverally  to  be  dated  to  pur  Lordflrips  in  .the  ufual  man- 


ner/' 


The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  held  in  his  hand  a  lift  of  the  li- 
flcs  of  the  Pears  prcfcnt,  who  had  taken  their  feats  in  their  rbbes*, 
and  proceeded  to  put  the  firft  queftion  to  each  individual  Peer,  be- 
ginning with  the  junior  Baron,  in  the  following  terms : 

♦  The  reft  of  the  Houfe,  who,  cither  from  having  been  created  PetrSf 
Of  focceeded  to  their  titles,  fince  the  convmencemeDt  qf  the  trial,  or  who, 
from.mociveiof  coafGieacediii  not  chufe  to  voce  in  judgementi  flood  UA* 
robed  about  the  Throoe,  fpe^Uton  of  the  awful  ijiricmaity. 
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ift.  Is  Wairen  HaiHqg^  Eiq.  {[iiilty,  ormatgaSStff  ^  hvjh 
crimes  and  fnifdenieaoorsy  charged  by  the  Commons  in  -the  hak 
article  of  chaigel 

Geoige  Lord  Douglas  (Earl  of  Morton  In  ScotlandJ  how  (mfB 
your  LonKhip,  is  Warren  Hailiqgs,  lE£q.  guilty  or  not  gwilf  of 
the  faid  charge. 

Wbereapon,  Lord  Douglas  flood  up  uncavcred,  and  laying  hia 
right  hand  on  his  breaft,  pronounced— Not  guikji  upon  a^  hoiiouf. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  then  put  the  fame  qu^kin  to 
all  the  Peers  in  robes,  as  follows :  : 

James  Lord  i^ipf  how  lays  your  LonUhip  ?«--Not  guilty^  apaii 
my  honour. 

Charles  Lord  Somers,  how  lays  your  LonUhip  l^^Jjia  gialtf, 
upon  my  honour. 

Francis  Lord  Rtwdon  (Earl  of  Mciira,  in  Irdaad,)  how  fayi 
your  Lordfliip  ? — ^Not  guilty,  upon  my  honour. 

Thomas  Lord  Walfin^upn^  how  £iys  your  Lord(hip?—- -Not  guil* 
ty,  upon  my  honour. 

Edwant  Lord  ThurlvtUp  how  fays  your  LoltUilp  ?— -Not  guiltft 
upon  my  honour. 

Martin  \jycA  Hawki^  how  £iys  your  Lordfliip  j-*-Not  gUiltyt 
upon  my  honour. 

Frederick  Lord  Bojiofii  how  fays  your  LonUhip  }•— »Not  goil^y 
upon  my  honour. 

Edwin  Lord  SandfSf  how  &ys  your  LofdOiip  ??— 'Not  guDty^ 
upon  my  honour. 

Henry  Lord  MidtBdon,  how  fays  your  Lordlbip }'— Not  gmlty, 
upon  my  honour. 

Samuel  Lord  Bi(hc(>  of  Rochcjier  {Dr.  Horfley,}  how  fays  yolt 
LonUhip  ?*— Not  guilty,  upon  my  honour- 
John  Lord  Biibop  of  Bangor   (Dr.  Warren,}  how  &^  yovr 
Lordfliip  ?— Not  guilty,  upon  my  honour. 

Thoifias  Lord  Vifcount  Sydiuj,  how  (ays  your  Lordfliip?— -Not 
guilty,  upon  my  honour. 

GoQige  Lord  Vifcount  F4ilmouih^  how  fays  yeur  Lordflapt  *«N<t 
guilty,  upon  my  honour. 

Heniy  Earl  of  Cacmarum^  how  £iys  your  Lordfliip?— Guilty, 
upon  my  honour. 

Joieph  Earl  of  Darcbefter^  how  iays  your  Loidflup  ?"— Not  guiltft 
upon  my  honour. 

Algernon  Earl  of  Bewrkj^   how  £iys  y^or  LonUhip?*- 
guilty  upon  my  honour. 
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Jatob  Earl  of  Radnor^  how  ikys  your  Lordihipr-^Guilty,  upon 
mj  honour. 

William  Earl  Fitz/william,  how  fays  your  Lofdlhip  ?  — GqHty, 
upon  my  hqpoiir. 

Georgic  Earl  of  fParwid,  how  fays  your  Lordfhip  ?  — Not  guilty, 
iifK)n  my  honour. 

George  William  Earl  of  Coventry^  hqw  fays  your  Lord(hip  ?— 
JJot  guilty,  upon  my  honour. 

]6Ym  Earl  of  Suffilk,  how  fays  your  Lordfliip  ?— Guilty,  upon 
way  honour. 

'•■    George  Marquis  Toumfiend^  how  fays  your  Lordlhip  ?— Not 
guilty,  upon  my  honour. 

Francis  Duke  of  Brtdgewater^  how  lays  your  Grace  ?— Not 
gailty»  upon  my  honour. 

Francis  Duke  of  L^ds^  how  fays  you?  Grace?— Not  guilty, 
iq|K)n  my  honour. 

Charles  Duke  of  N^ifolki  how  fays  your  Grace? — Guilty,  upon 
my  honour. 

DavidEarlof  AfiEir{/?irA/,  how  fays  your  Lordflup?— -Not  guilty, 
wpon  my  honour. 

WilKam  Lord  ArMiJh^p  tf  Tori,  how  f;^s  your  Grace  ?— Not 
gtailty,  upon  my  honour. 

Alexander  Lord  Loughborough^  the  Lord  Chancellor,  pronounced 
fc— Guilty,  upon  my  honour. 

Upon  the  remaining  fifteen  quefUons  the  Peers  voted  in  the  fol- 
lowing manner: 

a.  Is  Warren  Haftmgs,  Efq.  guilty,  or  not  guilty,  of  hi^ 
triages  and  mifdemeanors,  chargoj  by  the  Commons  in  the  fecond 
awticlc  of  charge  ? — Guilty  6 — Not  guilty  23. 

3.  Is  Warren  Haftings,  Efq.  guilty,  or  not  guilty,  of  high 
crimes  and  mifdemeanors,  charged  upon  him  by  the  Commons  in 
the  fixth  article  of  charge,  in  fo  far  as  rchtes  to  the  faki  Warren 
Haftings  having,  in  the  years  1772,  1773*  and  1774,  corruptly 
taken  the  feveral  fums  of  money  charged  to  have  been  taken  by  him 
in  the  feid  years  from  the  feveral  perfbns  in  thefaid  article  particu- 
larly mentioned  ?— A^<?/  guilty  unanimoujlj, 

4.  Is  Warren  Haftings,  Efq.  guilty,  or  not  guihy,  of  high 
crimes  and  mildcmeanors,  charged  upon  him  by  the  Commons  in  tfe 
fl^th  article  of  charge,  in  fo  far  as  relates  to  his  having,  on  or  be- 
fore the  26th  of  June  1780,  corruptly  received  and  taken  from 
Sa<Ianund>  the  Buxey^-the  Rajah  Cheyt  Sing,  the  fum  of  two 
lacks  of  rupees  as  a  prcfent  or  gift  ?— *Guilty  4.*— Not  Guit^ 
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5.  Is  Warren  Haftings,  Efq.  guilty,  or  not  guilty,  of  high 
crimes  and  miiikmeanors,  chaiged  upon  him  by  the  Commons  in 
the  fixth  article  of  chargCy  in  fo  far  as  relates  to  his  having,  in 
Ofiober  1780,  taken  and  received  fix>m  Kelleram,  t)n  behalf  of 
himfelf  and  a  certain  perfon  called  Cullian  Sing,  a  fum  of  money 
amounting  to  four  lacks  of  rupees,  in  condderation  of  letting  to 
them  certain  lands  in  the  province  of  Bahar  in  perpetuity,  contrary 
to  his  duty»  and  to  the  injury  of  the  Eaft-India  Company  ?— ^uiL* 
Ty  3. — Not  Guiity  23. 

6.  Is  Warren  Hadings,  Efq.  guilty,  or  not  guilty,  of  high 
erimes  and  mifdcmeanors,  chaigcd  upon  him  by  the  Commons  in 
the  fixth  article  of  chaise,  in  fo/ar  as  relates  to  his  having,  in  the 
year  178 1,  received  and  taken  as  a  prefent  from  Nundoolol  the 
fum  of  fifty-eight  thoufand  rupees? — Guiity  3.^Not  Guil- 
ty 23. 

7.  Is  Warren  Haftings,  Efq.  guilty,  or  not  guilty,  of  high 
crimes  and  mifdcmeanors,*  charged  upon  him  by  the  Commons  in 
tiie  fixth  article  of  charge,  in  fo  far  as  relates  to  his  having,  on  or 
about  the  month  of  September  1 78 1 ,  at  Chunar,  in  the  province 
of  Oude,  contrary  to  his  duty,  taken  and  received  as  a  prefent 
from  the  Vixicr  the  fum  of  ten  lacks  of  rupees? — Guilty  3.— 
Not  Guilty  23. 

8.  Is  Warren  Haftings,  Efq.  guilty,  or  not  guilty,  of  high 
crimes  and  mifdcmeanors,  diarged  upon  him  by  the  Commons  in 
the  fixdi  article  of  chaige,  in  fo  far  as  relates  to  his  having  firft 
fiaudulcntly  folicited  as  a  loan,  and  of  his  having  afterwards  cor- 
ruptly and  ill^Uy  taken  and  retained  as  a  prefent  or  gift,-  from  Ra- 
jah Nobkiflen,  a  fum  of  money  amounting  to  34.»ooooLilerling; 
and  of  his  having,  without  any  allowance  from  the  Diredtors,  or 
any  perfon  authorifed  to  grant  fuch  allowance,  applied  the  fame  to 
his  own  ufc4  under  pretence  of  difcharging  certain  expcnces  faid  to 
be  incurred  by  the  faid  Warren  Haftings  in  his  public  capacity  ?«-• 
Guilty  5.— Not  Guilty  20, 

9*  Is  Warren  Haftings,  Efq.  guilty,  or  not  guilty,  of  high 
crimes  and  mifdcmeanors,  charged  upon  him  by  the  Commons  in 
the  fourth  article  of  cliarge,  in  fo  far  as  relates  to  his  having,  in 
the  year  178 1,  granted  a  contradl  for  the  provifion  of  opium  for 
four  years  to  Stephen  Sulivan,  Efq.  wiihout  advertifing  (or  the 
lame,  and  upon  terms  glaringly  extravagant  and  wantonly  proftife^ 
for  the  purpofe  of  creating  an  inlbmt  fortune  to  the  faid  Stefan  Su-]^ 
livan?— Guilty  5.— Not  Guilty  19.  -  »      Jm 

10.  Is  Warren  Haftings,  Efq.  guilty,  or  not  guilty,  of  higrv^ 
aimes  and  mifdemeanors,  charged  upon  him  by  the  Commons  nnH 
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tfiefiiutth  uticlc  of  chai^ge,  in  fo  far  as  as  relates  Id  his  having  bor- 
rowed money  at  a  large  intereft  for  th^  purpofe  of  advandng  the 
iame  to  the  contrador  for  opium,  and  engaging  the  Eaft-India  Com- 
pany in  a  fmuggling  adventure  to  China  P — Not  Guilty  Una- 

KIMOUSLY. 

11.  Is  Warren  Haftings,  Efq.  guilty,  or  not  guilty,  of  high 
crimes  and  mifdemeanors,  charged  upon  him  by  the  Commons  in 
the  fourth  article  of  chaige,  in  fo  far  as  relates  to  the  contnfi  (br 
bullocks  granted  to  Charles  Croftes,  Efq.  ?«»Guilty  3.-— Not 
Guilty  23. 

1 2.  Is  Warren  Haftlngs,  Efq.  guilty,  or  not  guilty,  of  high 
crimes  and  mifdemeanors,  charged  upon  him  by  the  Commons  in 
the  fourth  article  of  charge,  in  fo  hr  as  relates  to  his  having  granted 
the  pioviflon  of  bullocks  tD*Sir  Charles  Blunt,  by  the  mode  of 
agency? — ^Guiljy  3. — Not  Guilty  23. 

13.  Is  Warren  Ha(tings,  Efq.  guilty,  or-not  guilty,  of  high 
crimes  and  mifdcmeanors,  charged  upon  him  by  die  Commons  in 
the  fourth  article  of  charge,  in  fo  far  as  rebtcs  to  the  feveral  allow- 
ances charged  to  have  been  made  to  Sir  Eyre  Coote,  and  dircfied 
to  be  paid  by  the  Vizier  for  the  ufe  of  Ihciaid  Sir  Eyje  Coote?— 
Guilty  4.*— Not  Guilty  22. 

14.  Is  Warren  Hafllngs,  Efq.  guilty,  or  not  guilty,  of  high 
crimes  and  mifdemeanors,  charged  upon  him  by  the  Commons  in 
the  fourth  article  of  chaigc»  in  fo  far  as  relates  to  the  appointment  of 
James  Peter  Auriol,  Efq.  to  be  agent  for  the  purchafe  of  fupplies  ibr 
the  relief  of  the  prefidency  of  Madras,  and  all  the  other  prefidencies 
in  India,  with  a  commiffion  of  fifteen  per  cent.  ? — ^Guilty  4.— 
Not  Guilty  22. 

15.  Is  Warren  Hadings,  Efq.  guilt)',  or  not  guilty,  of  high 
crimes  and  mifdemeanors,  charged  upon  him  by  the  Commons  in 
the  fourth  article  of  charge,  in  fo  far  as  relates  to  the  appointmcnr 
of  John  Belli,  Efq.  to  be  agent  for  the  fuppty  of  (fores  and  provifwns 
for  the  garrifon  of  Fort  William  in  Bengal,  with  a  commiffion  d 
thirty  per  cent.  ?— Guilty  3.— ^Not  Guilty  23. 

1 6.  Is  Warren  Haffings,  Efq.  guilt}%  or  not  guilty,  of  high 
crimes  and  mifdemeanors  charged  upon  him  by  th^  refidue  of  the 
impeachment  of  the  Commons?— Guilty  2.— Not  Guilty  25. 

Di/iinSf  Summary  $f  their  Ijordjhifs*  Fates,  prontmmed  on 

the  Defendant. 

^        ,tord  Cte«rr//tfr.— Not  guilty  on  the  3d,  loth,  and  i6di.— 
Guilty  on  the  rcfidde. 
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Earl  of  Afowj/Efi/.— Guilty  on  the  8th,— Not  guil^  on  the 
itfidue. 

Duke  of  Norfolk. ^'43ivS\ty  on  the  ift  and  2d.— No  verdifi  on 
the  rtfidue. 

Earl  of  5w^ft.— Guilty  on  the  i  ft,  2d,  and  4th.— Not  guilty 
on  the  1 6th— No  vcrdid  on  the  refidue. 

Earl  FttzwilUam. — Not  guilty  on  the  3d  and  i  oth.— Guilty  on 
the  refidue. 

Earl  of /{tf/Af^r. — Guilty  on  the  i  ft,  2d,  8th,  9th,  13th,  14th. 
—Not  ^ilty  on  the  refidue. 

Earl  of  Avrriy.— No  verdiA  on  the  gdi.— Not  guilty  on  the 
refidue. 

Earl  of  d/marvMf.— Not  guilty  on  the  3d  and  i  oth.— ^Guilty 
on  the  refidue. 

Vifcount  Sydney.^-U0t  guilty  on  the  x  ft  and  ad.— No  verdift 
on  the  itfidue. 

Loid  Bo/t&n. — No  vtfdidl  on  the  8ch,  9tb,  and  i  oth.-r-Noc 
g;uilty  on  the  refidue. 

Lord  ff^alfingham.'^^mity  on  the  9th.  —Not  guilty  on  the  re- 
fidue. 


1 


p-    Not  guilty  upon  any  one 
charge. 


Archbiihop  of  Torh 

Duke  of  Leeds. 

Duke  of  Bndgfwater, 

Marquis  Town/bend*  ' 

Earl  of  fFarwici. 

Earl  of  Qruentry, 

Earl  of  Dorchefur* 

Vifcount  Falmoutb. 

^xttiop  qX  Bangor. 

Bifliop  of  Kochejter. 

Lord  Middkton. 

Lord  Sandys. 

Lord  Hawhe. 

Lord  Thurlow. 

Lord  Rawdon. 

Lord  Somers.   • 

Lord  Fife. 

Lord  Douglas  of  Lcchleven. 

The  3d  and  i  oth  Not  guilty  unanimoufly. 

Havit^  thus  colleded  the  judgement  of  their  Lord(hip«on  each 
of  the  fixteen  charges,  the  L^rd  Chancellor  declared  that  a  large 
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majorit}'  of  tlie  Lords  pcefent,  had  anfwercd  the  faid  levcfal  queC> 
tions  in  the  negative;  and  then  declared,  that  Warren  Haftings, 
Efq.  is.acquitted  of  the  articles  of  impeachment  exhibited  againft 
him  for  high  crimes  and  mifdcmeanors,  and  all  things  contained 
therein. 

Then  the  defendant  was  ordered  to  be  called  to  the  bar,  and 
kneeling,  was  bM  to  rife. 

Then  the  LOkD  CHANCELLOR  faid, 

**  Warren  Haftings,   Efq. 
<'  I  am  to  acquaint  you  that  you  are  acquitted  of  the  arddes  of 
^'  impeachment,  6cc.  exhibited  againft  you  by  the  Houfe  of  Coro- 
^^  mons  for  iiigh  crirncs  and  mifdcmeanors,  and  all  things  oontaiiw 
''  ed  therein,  and  you  are  difchaiged,  paying  your  fees." 

Mr.  Haftings  bowed  refpe6tfuUy,  and  retired. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  then  put  the  qucftion,  "  Is  k 
your  Lordihips'  pleafure  to  adjourn  to  your  Chamber  of  Parlia- 
ment?" 

Ordered,  and  their  Lordfliips  adjourned  accordingly  to  their 
Chamber  of  Parliament.  And  the  Lords  being  returned,  the  Hook 
was  refumed  ;  and  the  following  order  was  made : 

^'  It  is  ordered  by-  the  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal  in  Pariia- 
mcnt  affembled.  That  the  Lord*  High  Chancellor  do  give  order 
for  the  printing  and  publifhing  the  trial  of  Warren  Haftings,  £iq. 
and  that  no  other  perfon  do  prefume  to  print  the  fame."  ^ 

'  [The  Hall  was  much  more  crowded  when  the  Peers  pronoonced  their 
opinions  fevenilly  on  each  charge,  and  judgement  was  given,  than  it  bad 
been  on  any  preceding  d9y  of  the  Trials  or  perhaps  on  any  former  occafion.] 


Wc  annex  the  following  Lift  as  a  matter  that  may  gratify  theReaden 

of  after  times.  • 

Ltji  of  the  Changes  in  the  High  Court  of  Jujiice  in  Great  Britain f 

pending  the  Trial  of  Mr.  HajHngs. 

DUKES. 

Cumberland  Montagu 

Chmdot  Montrofe  (Earl  Oraham) 

Manchefier  Somerfet 

St.  Alban*s  Ncwcaftle 

Leeds  Boulton 

*  Marquis  of  Hertford*  j 
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EARLS. 


Huntingdon 

Ferxert 

Poulett 

£ffingbira 

Francis  Earl  of  Guilford 

Darliagton 

Pomfret 

Hardwicke 

Oxford 

Frederick  Etfrl  of  Guilford 

Abercom 

Digby 

Clarendon   ' 

Sandwich 

Strafford 


Cowpcr 

Waldegrave 

Kinnoul 

Mount  Edgcumbe 

Camden 

Hillfborough 

Bathurft 

Stanhope 

Orford 

Talbot 

Mansfiel^ 

Exeter 

Buckinghamihire 

Macclesfield. 


^'S 


Montagu 

Bolingbroke 
Courtenay 


Le  Defpencer 

Say  .and  Sele  ^ 

Grantlcy 

Borin^on 

Berwick 

HcathfieU     * 

Cnven 

Romney 

|lednqr 


VISCOUNTS. 

Dudley  and  Ward 
Montagu 


BARONS. 

Dover 

Mulgrave 

Folejr 

Elphinfton 

Camelford 

King 

Dacre 

Sondes 

Ponfonby 

Harewood 


BISHOPS. 


^^HiS 


Dr.  Shipley,  of  St.  Afaph 
Halifax,  of  St.  Afaph 
Beauclerk,  of  Hereford 
Harlcy/  of  Hereford 
Law,  ofCarljfle 
Thurlowy  of  Durham 


Dr.  Rofs,  of  Exeter 
Home,  of  Norwich 
Wiifon,  of  Bridol 
Thomas,  of  Rochefier 
Hinchll&y  of  Peterborough. 


SCOTS  PEERS  in  the  kft,  but  not  in  this  Parliament : 


Marquis  of  Lothian 
Earl  of  CafTilis 

Aberdeen 

Selkirk 


Earl  of  Galloway 
Hopetown 
Dunmorp 
Kinnaird 
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Puke  of  Clarence 
Lorib  Heathfield 

Kcnyon 

Dover 

M.^lmibury 

Fifhcrwick 

Fife' 

Grimftonc 

Mulgrave 

Dundas 

Cunven 


Douglati  Earl  of  Moreton 


CREATIONS. 

Lords  Harewood 

Douglas  Lord  Dought 

Gage 

Grcnville 

Auckland 

Upper  Oflbry 

Ciive 

Littleton 

Mendip 

Bradfoid 

Selfey 


Yarbbrougli 


NEW  BISHOPS. 


I>r*  IXniglas,  of  Salilbury 
Cleaver,  ofChcAer 
Stuarty  of  St.  David's 
Bcadooy  of  Gloucefier 
Home,  of  Norwich 
Vernon,  of  Carlifle 


Dr.  Buller,  of  Exeter 

Madan,  of  Peterborough 
Sutton^  .of  Norwich 
•  Horileyy  of  Rochefter 
Coiirtenay,  of  Biiflol 


NEW  PEERS  of  SCOTLAND. 


£iurb  of  KeUv 

Lauoerdale 


Earls  of  Glaigow 

Torphichett 
Baron  SomerviUe 


Damfnes 
Elgin 

PEERS  who  have  fuccceded  by  Defcent. 

• 

Duke  of  Mancheder 
Newcaftle 
Motitrofe,  Earl  of 
Graham 


Soroerfet 
Marqub  of  Winchefier 

Hertford 
Earls  Ferrers 
Poulctt 
Clarendon 
.    Sandwich 
Pomfret 
Hardwicke 
Orford  • 
Marquis  of  Abcrcorn 
Earls  Kinnoulr 
Stanhope 
Oxford 
Vtfcounts  Montagu 

Bolingbroke 
Coiirtenay 
Gage 
Earls  Straiford 


Earls  Eifingbam 
Hilllborough 
£xet::r 
Mansfield 
BathurU 
.  Guilford 
Darlington 
Buckinghamfbife 
Macclesfield 
Mount  Edgcumbe 
Camden 
Digby 
Albemarle 
Vifcount  Dudley  and  Ward 
Barons  Craven 

Montagu,  of  BoughtOn 

Clinton 

Rodney 

Camenbrd 

Foley 

Say  and  Sele 

Grantlcy 

Heathfield 
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Barons  Dinevor  Baront  Sondes     • 

Romney  ^  Ponfonby. 

Total  Peers  dead,  or  Scoti  Peers  in  the  la(l»  but  not  in  this  Par- 
liament       —                               —                                  —  S7 
Total  Creations,  new  BiHiops,  and  new  Scots  Peers    —          —  44 
Total  Peers  fucceeding  by  defcent            —                  —        —  4^ 

•  Total  changes  iincc  the  impeachment        180 
N.  B,  Two  Dukes  of  Sonic rfct,  two  Earls  of  Guilford^  two  Viicounts 
Montagu,  two  Biihops  of  Hereford,  andtwoBiQiops  of  St.  Afaph,  have 
4ied  fince  the  trial  of  Mr.  Railings  commenced. 

MANAGERS  out  of  Parliament* 
Mr.  Burke,  Mr.  Adam,  Mr.  Montagu. 

Dead, 
General  Burgoyne*  , 

On- Foreign  Sex. vice,  out  of  the  Kingdom. 
Sir  Gilbert  Elliot,  Sir  J,  ferikine  St.  Ckir. 


b     • 


Succeeded  to  Peerages. 
LiQrd  North,  Lord  MaitUnd. 

Nine  out  of  Twenty  changed. 


R&PORT 

From  the  LORDS  COMMITTEES  appointed  to  fearch  fcr  pi 
cedents  of  the  Manner  of  proceeding  to  J^idgement  upon >  the 
Impeachments  for  H^h  Crimes  and  Mifdenieanors. 


By  the  Lords  Commiftees  appointed  to  fearch  for  Precedents  ofthe 
manner  of  proceeding  to  Judgement  upon  Impeachments  for 
High  Crimes  and  Mifdcmeanors. 

Ordered  to  Report, 
THAT  the  Committee  had  met,  and  had  examined  the  Rolls  of  Par« 
liament  and  Journals  ofthe  Houfe,  in  relation  to  the  proceedings  in  Par* 
liamenf,  in  cafes  where  judgement  had  been  given  upon  the  trials  of  ptr- 
Tons  impeached  of  high  crimes  and  mifdemeanors,  which  are  aa  follow^ 
▼iz. 

X.  Richard  Ljons,  merchant,  of  London,  was  impeached  by  the 
Commons,  (50  £dw.  III.  i376.-"Rol.  Pari,  vol.ii.  p.  33^3.) 

I.  For  covinouAy  procuring  licence  to  export  wool  clfe where  than  to 
the  ibple  at  Calais. 
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i»  For  coUe6^in^  ixnpodi  for  bb  own  ufe  on  woo1s»  wool  felU,  and 
ether  waret>  without  aflent  of  Parliament,  or  charging  himfelf  on  record 
t  o  the  King,  o&  paying  him  in  ca(h« 

3.  For  an  ufurious  loan  to  the  King  of  20,000  marks,  to  be  paid 
30,000. 

4*  For  buying  up  the  King^s  debts  at  low  difcount,  aiAi  proturio^ 
payment  in  full,  and  for  taking  brocage  to  procure  payment  to  the  King's 
creditors  :  and  feveral  ^d%  were  allcdged  in  particular. 

He  denied  the  third,  (videlicet),  the  ufurious  loan,  and  pleaded  the 
King's  command  for  the  fecond,  (videlicet),  the  impoft  on  wool,  &c. 
which,  however,  he  could  not  produce  under  feal  or  otherwife  ;  and  the 
King  difclaimed  it. — For  the  reft,  he  threw  himfelf  on  the  King's 
grace. 

The  judgement  pronounced  was,  tmprifonroent  during  the  King's 
pleafure,  fine  and  ranfom  according  to  the  degree  of  his  offence,  lot's  of 
mnchife  of  London,  incapacity  of  office,  prohibition  to  come  to  Council 
or  Court. 

At  a  future  day  he  was  brought  up  a^in  before  the  Lords,  and  cold, 
that  his  offences  were  fo  great,  that  fatisfa^ion  had  not  been  made ;  he 
therefore  fubmitted  body,  hinds,  and  goods,  to  the  King's  pleafure. 

It  was  thereupon  ordered,  that  his  lands  and  goods  (hould  be  feized 
into  the  King's  nands,  and  his  body  imprilbned  during  his  pleafure. 

As  to  tne  geiieral  allegations,  inqueft  was  awarded. 

2.  William  Lord  Latymer  was  impeached;  (joEdw.  lU.  1376.— 
Rolls  Par.  toI.  it.  p.  324.) 

tft.  For  taking  visuals  and  ranfom  of  Becherell  and  Plymnieifon  in 
Bretaigne,  contrary  to  the  Kind's  order,  as  appeared  in  Rageman'i  in* 
queA,  fealed  by  Lords  in  Bretaigne. 

id,  Acceffion  to  the  ufury  of  Lyons,  in  lending  20,000  marks  to  be 
ftpaid  jo,ooo,  which  was  advanced  panly  out  of  the  King's  money,  of 
which  Latymer  was  trcafurer. 

3d.  Licences  to  export  wool  clfewhere  than  to  the  ftaple  at  Calais. 

4th.  Taking  impoits  thereon. 

I  ft.  Latymer  denied  the  matter  in  the  inqueft  from  Bretaigne  called 
Rageman,  but  put  himfelf  on  the  King's  favour  for  10,000  livres,  which 
he  had  taken  for  ranfom. 

2d.  He  denied  the  loan.. 

3d.  That  the  licences  were  granted  not  by  him  alone,  but  by  /oiot  ad« 
vice  otothers,  to  the  King's  profit. 

4th.  The  impofts  were  voluntary  offers  of  the  merchants. 

After  much  deliberation »  private  and  public,  judgement  was  given, 
that  he  was,  by  his  own  fingle  counfel,  in  default  on  the  loans,  and  on 
the  licences  againft  the  ftaples,  and  the  impofts^  that  he  ihoukl  be  impri* 
ibned  with  the  Maribal,  and  make  fine  and  ranfom  at  the  King's  pleafure : 
•^But  he  was  let  to  mainpriae. 

3.  Elys,  of  Yarmouth,  was  impeached  by  the  Commons,  tfid  slfi) 
by  Botild  and  Coupere,  of  raking  petit  cuftoms  from  vefi^els  diiven  in  by 
ftrefs  of  weather,  and  which  did  not  break  bulk  (which  he  denied';)  and 
that  he  procured  the  imprifonment  of  Botild  and  Coupere  (wko  eanieto 
complain  to  Parliament)  by  warrant  per  manJatum  kegis^  obtained  on 
£al:e  fuggeftion.  (50  F^w.  III. — Rolls  Pari.  vol.  ii.  p.  317.) 

Whereupon  the  Lords  committed  him  on  the  ftatutCi  for  the  blft 
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complaint  to  the  King,  and  adjudged  him  to  make  fine  and  ranfom*  «ad* 
awarded  20I.  a  piece  to  Botild  and  Coupere. 
The  LfOrds  fent  the  demand/or  petic  cufloms  to  the  K.iQg^s  Bench. 

4.  Pccchee  was  impeached  by  the  Commons  for  fuing  out  an  opprcf- 
fire  patent  for  monopoly  of  Tweet  wines,  and  taking  an  advance  of  13a 
4d.  on  each  pipe,  whereof  los.  was  due  by  the  patent  to  the  King.  (50  ' 
Edw.  III.  1376. — Rolls  Pari.  vol.  ii..  p.  328,  et  feq.) 

The  Commons  therefore  prayed  that  he  fliould  account  to  the  King 
for  the  108.  and  do  jufticc  to  the  reft. 

He  pleaded  that  3s.  4.d.  was  fettled  as  the  proper  demand  beyond  the 
los.  by  the  M  <yor  and  Aldermen  of  London,  which  they  denied.  Where- 
upon he  was  adjudged  to  prifon^   and  to  make  fine  and  ranfom,  and  fa*  , 
cisfadtion  to  the  parties  grieved  by  his  extortion.  ^ 

5.  Lord  Ncvill  was  impeachrd  by  the  Commons,  among  other  things, 
for  buying  the  King's  tallies  of  Lady  Ravcnfhoim  at  difcount,  and  getting 
entire  payment.  (^oEdw.  IIL  1376. — Rolls  Pari.  vol.  ii.  p.  328.) 

Judgqroenr,  that  he  (hould  make  farisfa<flion  to  Lady  Ravenfliolm's  ex- 
ecutors, and  be  pr.nidied,  according  to  the  nature  of  his  mifdeed,  like 
the  reft,  byimpnfonment,  fine,  and  ranfom. 

Lord  Latymer  reftored  upon  objection  to  the  proceedings.  (51  Edw* 
lU.  1376.) 

Like  petitions  for  the  red  difappointcd  by  the  breaking  up  of  Parlia- 
ment, 

The  Commons  .prayed,  that  all  who  had  furrendered  the  King*$ 
caftles  might  be  punlihed  according  to  their  deferts.  (i  Rich,  IL  i377» 
Rolls  Pari.  vol.  iii.  p.  14.) 

Sir  Richard  le  Scroop,  Stewardof  the  Houfehold,  arraigned  them  be- 
fore  the  Lords,  who,  on  the  matter,  condemned  tliem  to  death. 

The  Lords  ex  mero  motu  brouj>ht  up  Alice  Perrcrs,  and  commanded 
the  Steward  of  the  Houfehold,  Richard  le  Scroop,  to  arraign  her. 

She  pleaded  Not  Guilty ;  and  it  was  referred  to  an  inqueft  of  the 
Houfehold,  who  found  her  guilty. 

The  Lords  found  the  ordmance  of  50  Edw.  IIL  to  be  a  ftatutc,  and 
ordered  her  to  be  banifhed. 

The  Commons  unanimoufly  impeached  William  de  la  Poole,  Earl  of 
Suffolk,  late  Chancellor:  (loRicJi,  IL  i386."Roll9ParL  vol.  ii.  p.  216.) 

That,  being  Chancellor,  he  purchafed  lands,  5cc.  to  a  large  amounr, 
contrary  to  his  oith,  and  without  defcrt,  confidering  tbc^wants  of  the 
realm  ;  and  that  they  were  extended  at  under  value  in  deceit  of  the  King. 

That  he  faid  in  Parliament,   that  the  meafupis  recommended  by  the 

Nine  Lords  Committees  for  the  public  weal  ought  to  be  cxe^Jatcd ;  but 

•they  were  ntt,  by  default  of  him  who  was  the  King's  principal  officer. 

That  money  granted  by  the  Commons  to  be  laid  out  in  a  certain  man- 
ner was  otherwiie  expended  by  his  default. 

That  Tydman  had  forfeited  his  annuity  of  50I.  out  of  the  cuOoms  df 
Hull|  and  it  had  been  difcontinued  twenty  or  thirty  years ;  bat  the 
Chancellor  purchafed  it,  and  the  King  confi.med. 

That  the  High  M after  of  St.  Anthony  being  fchifmatic,  aiid  the  pro* 
fits  due  to  the  King  were  rented  by  the  Chancellor  at  10  marks,  whoreby 
he  gained  1000  marks,  and  the  fucceffor  could  not  ohtain  livery  but  by 
a  recognizance,  to  pay  the  Chancellor  and  his  fou  John  xool.  per  annum 
for  their  lives. 
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That  the  pttent  granted  to  Dover  was  in  dKhcrifon  of  the  Crowo,  fuV- 
vetfive  of  the  King's  courts  and  bws. 

That  lO^ooo  marks  were  borrowed  by  ordinance  of  Parliament,  at 
the  expence  of  3,000,  for  Ghent ;  but,  by  the  Chancellor's  default,  the 
town  was  ioll^  and  the  3,ooo.marks. 

The  Earl  faid,  proteiling. 

That,  as  Chancellor,  he  reprefented  the  King,  and  ou«;ht  riot  to  aa- 
fwer  bur  in  his  royal  preft:ncc. 

That  he  ought  to  anfwr  by  attorney ;  but  the  Lords  thought  it  more 
honourable  fur  him  toanTwerin  perfon. 

That  the  landb  were  fairly  purchafcd  for  valuable  conHderation,  when 
the  Kin*^  give  him  the  earldom  of  Suffolk,  but  the  landi  had  been  leafed 
to  the  Q»jccn  and  Lacly  Suffolk;  and  his  Majeliy  gave  him  others  till 
thofe  fliould  fall  in.  This  was  confirmed  in  Parliament,  That  no  ex- 
tents were  made  while  he  was  Chancellor,  hut  he  took  them  at  thehigheil 
cxifting. 

That  as  to  executing  the  meafurcs  of  the  Nine  Lords  Committees, 
that  relates  to  other  oiHcers  and  councillors  as  well  as  him,  who,  as  he 
i^advifcd,  ought  to  join  the  defence. 

The  fame  anfwer  to  the  third  article  owns,  that  a  fubfidy  was  not  ex- 
pended according  to  the  condition  of  the  grant;  and  to  the  fcvtnth,  that 
3,000  marks,  and  Ghent,   were  loft. 

That  Tydman's  annu  ty  was  not  forfeited,  but  fairly  purchafed. 

That  the  King"gave  the  hofpital  of  St.  Anthony  in  commendam  to  him 
and  his  fon,  for  the  rent  of  20  marks ;  at  that  time  he  knew  not  the 
value,  but  found  it  was  400  marks,  which  he  told  the  King,  who  fUll 
would  give  it  him,  but  he  prevailed  to  turn  it  to  free  alms. 

It  being  eccleliafliLal,  he  fucd  for  it  to  the  Pope,  who  gave  it  his  fon, 
on  condition  that  he  (liuuld  be  profeffed.  He  fued  again  to  the  Pope  for 
a  diipenfation,  pending  which  iuit  came  a  provifor,  with  whom  he  com- 
pjunded. 

As  to  the  D«ver  charter  and  the  reft,  more  generally  mentioned,  he 
followed  the  warrant;  and  if  they  were  unlawful,  that  infers  no  perfonal 
punidimcnt,  bat  only  repeal  of  the  charters. 

'llie  Commons  reply, 

By  (hewing  his  oath,  and  the  inequality  of  the  bargain  againft  the 
Kiug. 

A.  he  claimed  to  rcprcfent  the  royal  perfon,  and  had  power  over  the 
other  officers,  he  mud  aniWer  for  their  default,  efpecially  ai  he  proroiled 
the  execution' of  the  meafurcs  in  PaTliament. 

They  proved  the  forfeiture  of  Tydman. 

He  as  Chancellor  ought  to  have  given  livery  gratis  to  the  provifor. 

The  Chancellor  is  anlwerable  for  the  legality  of  the  patents  he  iffues. 

The  Earl  rejoined  ; 

That  his  oath  bound  him  only  to  inform  the  King  truly,  after  which 
he  was  not  anlwerable  for  his  grants  to  others  or  hindered  from  taking 
favonr  himfclf.  But  if  any  will  take  the  bargain  of  his  hands,  be  agrees 
to  fell  as  he  bought. 

It  wfis  not  as  Chancellor,  but  an  amicable  adjuflmeDt  of  doubtful 
claims,  between  his  fon  and  the  provifor. 

Hereupon  the  Earl  was  committed  to  the  Conflable  of  England  (a&(i 
let  to  mainprize,)  for  the  heinoufnefs  of  the  charge. 
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The  judgement  of  the  Lords,  with  reafons  deKvered,  was. 

That  the  Uiods  and  their  niefne  profits  ihould  be  feized  to  the  Ring'a 
ufe,  except  the  title  and  20I.  per  annum  out  of  the  Earldom  of  Su&lk^ 
and  the  400  marks  a  year  which  he  gave  in  exch&Dge. 

The  charter  to  Tydman  repealed. 

The  400  marks  arifingannuallv  from  St.  Anthony*  and  the  ipol.  per 
annum  from  the  provifor,  (liould  be  forfeited  to  the  King. 

As  to  the  three  articles,  the  meafuresof  the  Nine  Lords  Committees, 
the  keeping  of  the  Tea  and  Ghent,  he  ought  not  to  be  impeached  by  him- 
felf  without  the  others  his  companions,  who  were  then  of  the  King't 
Council. 

The  Dover  patent  repealed,  and  the  other  patents  generally  mention- 
ed, if  they  fliould  be  found  wrong. 

Die  Mortis^  2\^  jlpnlts  i(}2i^  pnft  Meridiem, 

The  Prince  acquainted  the  Houfe,  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  (Lord 
Vifcount  St.  Alban)  had  fent  a  fubmilfion  to  their  Lordfliips,  which  was 
read,  but  not  being  fufhcicnt,  the  colleAion  of  corruptions  was  read  by 
Mr.  Attorney,  and  fent  to  the  Lord  Chancellor,  with  the  caufcs  why 
his  cunfeffion  was  not  fully  fet  down. 

Report  made  by  the  meifengers,  that  his  Lordfliip  faid  he  would  return 
the  Lords  an  anfwer,  which  not  being  thought  fatisfa<^ory,  another 
mcfTage  was  fent  to.  him  to  know  if  he  would  confefs  or  {lan4  on  his  de- 
fence ?  and  an  an^er  was  returned,  that  he  would  make  no  defence, 
but  make  a  particular  confeiiion,  and  after  that  a  fubmiflion,  and  time  was 
given  him  tor  that  purpofe ;  and  a  memorandum  is  made,  that  a  letter 
from  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  the  Lord  Chief  JuftiQC  was  taken  no  hotice 
of,  becaufc  not  diridbed  to  the  Houfe,  ajth  April,  The  Lord  Chief 
Juftice  fignified  to  the  Houfe,  that  he  had  received  from  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor a  pap<:r  roll,  fealed  up,  which  was  opened,  and  being  found  di- 
Te6ted  to  their  Lordfiiips,  the  fame  was  r.ead,  containing  his  confeflion 
and  fubmiiBon,  and  thereupon  fcveral  Lords  were  appointed  to  go  and 
(hew  it  him,  and  to  know  wherhej-  it  was  his  own  hand  that  was  Tub- 
fcribed  to  it,  /and  whether  he  would  fland  to  it  or  not  ?  And  their  Lord- 
ihips  reported,  that 'he  told  them,  it  was  his  a6l,  his  hand,  his  hearty 
and  befeeched  them  for  mercy ;  whereupon  the  Prince  was  defined  to 
move  the  King  to  fequefter  the  Great  Seal,  30th  April.  His  Highnefs 
reported,  that  he  had  moved  His  Majedy  accordingly,  who  moS  wiU 
lingly  yielded  thereto,  faying,  he  would  have  done  it,  if  he  had  not 
been  moved  therein,  30th  April,  poft  meridiem. 

Die  Mercurii^  2«  Maii  162 1,  pcft  Meridiem. 

Agreed,  to  proceed  to  fcntence  the  Lord  Chancellor  to-morrow  morn- 
ing; wherefore  the  Gentleman  Uflier  and  the  Serjeant  at  Arms,  attend- 
ants on  this  Houfe,  were  commanded  to  go  and  fummon  him,  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  to  appear  here  in  perion  to-morrow  morning,  by  nine  of 
the  clock ;  and  the  Serjeant  was  commanded  to  take  bis  mace  with  him, 
and  to  (hew  it  unto  his  Lordfhip  at  the  faid  fummotts. 

Die  Jrvii^   ^^  Maii  1621. 

The  Gentleman  Ufher  and  the  Serjeant  at  Arms  attending  this  Houfe, 
reported,  that  (according  to  the  appointment  of  their  Lordfhips  yefter- 
day)  they  repaired  laft  night  unto  the  Lord  Chancellor,  whom  they 
found  iick  in  bed  ;  and  they  fignified  unto  him  their  LoixUhips  pleafure. 
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and  faid  they  wf  re  fent  to  fummon  him  to  appear  here,  before  their  Lord- 
fliips,  this  morning  by  nine  of  the  clock  ?  Who  anfwcrcd  that  he  is  fick, 
and  prot'  ftcd  lie  feigned  not  tUia  far  ao  cxcufc ;  for  if  he  had  been  well, 
be  would  willingly  have  comr. 

The  Lords  refolvc^to  proceed  nonvith  (landing  again  ft  the  Lord  Chan- 
CfUor;  an  '  the  Kin  4'?  Attorney  having  read  the  charge  and  confeffioD, 
it  w.s  pur  to  the  <]ucuion,  Whether  ^hc  Lord  Chancellor  be  guilty  of 
the  matters  wherewith  he  ii  charged  or  no  ?  And  it  was  agreed  by  all, 
•^/K'-zf  .''^«'*>ff/^,  that  he  was  thcreot  guilty. 

And  to  the  end  the  Lords  might  the  more  freely  difpute  and  refolvc 
whai  fcntcnccto  pafs  upon  the  Lord  Chancellor  for  his  £iid  offences,  the 
Court  was  a'lo'.rned  ad  libitum. 

The  Houfe  buing  rcfamsd,  and  the  Lord  Chief  J uflice  returned  to  his 

place,  it  was  put  to  the  quellion.  Whether  the  Lord  Vifcount  St.  Al- 

ban  (L.»rd  Chancellor)   fliall  be  fufpended  of " all  his  titles  of  nobility, 

during  his  life,  or  no  ?  And  it  was  agreed  per  plwres^  that  he  (hould  not 

.  be  fu^ended  thereof. — (Journals  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  vol.  iii.  p.  84.) 

Diejovis^  ib^Aprilh  ibiu 

Memorandum.  That  Mr.  Serjeant  Crew  came  to  the  Clerks  tabk, 
and  opej»ed  the  offences  committed  by  Sir  Francis  Mitchell,  prifoner  in 
the  Tower,  and  the  proofs  thereof.  '  * 

Sir  Francis  Mitchell  being  called  to  the  bar,  was  charged  with  the  (aid 
offences ;  and  made  his  aufwer  unto  them  particularly. 

Die  Fener'.Sy  if*  Mali  1621. 

The  offences  wherewith  Sir  Francis  Mitchell  is  charged  a6th  April. 
162 1,  being  read,  the  Houfe  was  adjourned  ad  libitum^ 

Mr.  Serjeant  Crew  having  opened  the  charge  and  the  proofs  (which 
were  read  by  xhe  Clerk,)  the  Houfe  was  rcfumed  again. 

It  was  put  to  the  qiieftion,  Whether  Sir  Francis  Slitchell  be  fo  guilty 
of  the  offences,  or  any  of  them,  charged  upon  him,  that  ^  is  woitby  w 
be  cenfured? 

Agreed  vlvho  per  omnct, — (Journal?  of  the  Houfe  ol  Lords^  vol.  iii.) 

Die  Mercur'i!^  1 2®  Maii  1624. 

The  Lord  Treafurcr  f  being  at  the  bar,  and  being  admitted  to  fpcak 
in  his  own  defence,  his  Lordfliip  iirl^  repeated  the  leFcral  heads  of  the 
matters  wherewith  he  is  charged ;  (videlicet,) 

X.  Touching  the  Wardrobe. 

J.  Touching  the  two  bribes  received  of  the  Farmers  of  the  Cufioms. 

3.  Compoiitions  of  the  out-ports  for  grocery. 

4.  The  officers  of  the  Ordnance. 
^.  And  the  Court  of  Wards. 

The  Lord  Treafurer  being  withdrawn,  and  the  Houie  adjourned  ad 
libitum, 

Mr.  Attorney  General  read  that  part  of  the  charge  againft  the  Lord 
Treafurer  which  concerned  the  Wardrobe, 

The  Lord  Treafurer  undertook  the  office  of  the  Wardrobe  in  the  x6th 
year  of  the  King's  Maje/ly's  reign,  and  continued  the  fcfticc  of  that  place 

•  Sic  in  Qng,  f  £arl  of  Middlefes. 
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from  Michaelmas  anno  1 6%  unto  Micbelmas  19.  This  office  he  took 
upon  him,  under  pretence  of  doing  His  Majcfly  fpecial  fcrvice ;  and  for 
that  purpofe  obtained  a  certain  adSgninent  of  20,oool.  per  annunt^  or 
thereabouts,  which  was  duly  paid  unto  him  by  way  of  impred. 

Inftead  of  doing  fervice,  he  hath  brought  that  place  into  diforder  and 
confufion  ;  he  hath  not  duly  ferved  the  warrants  which  he  Hiould  ha^e 
ferved ;  he  hath  not  duly  paid  the  workmen  and  creditors  ;  he  hath  nei- 
ther kept  orderly  accounts,  nor  yielded  any  ;  but,  under  colour  of  pre- 
tended ferrice  of  great  importance,  hath  procured  gifts  and  dil'cbargeB 
of  great  fums  of  money  which  he  received  ibr  the  execution  o(that  place, 
and  for  the  Queen's  funeral. 

And  their  Lordfliips  havit>g  duly  confidercd  of  the  crimes  objcflcd 
againfl  the  Lord  Treafurer,  fpr  not  entering  into  a  book  of  accompts  the 
warrants  and  emptioas,  (as  he  ought  to  have  done),  whereby  the  fettle- 
ment  and  ancient  infiitution  of  that  office  is  altogether  broken,  and  for 
not  ferving  the  warrants  directed  unto  him  for-  the  King's  own  perfon^ 
thou|;h  he  was  often  urged  thereunto  \  nor  paying  divers  of  the  creditors 
for  (uch  fbuff  as  they  ferved  in,  although  he  received  30,oaol.  per  annum, 
by  way  of  imprefi,  for  the  ordinary  charge  •nly  of  that  office,  which  a 
Car  lefs  fum  would  have  fully  defrayed  ;  and  for  that  he  had  not  perform- 
ed that  good  fervice,  which  he  pr^etpnded,  unto  FlisMajefly  ;  but,  under 
pretence  thereof,  had  procured  unto*  himCelf  great  and  large  gifts  from 
JHis  Majcfty,  and  a  pardon  of  divers  great  fums  of  money. 

And  the  King's  Counfel  having  fatisfied  their  I^rdfhips,  that  the  fnid 
pardon  to  the  Lord  Treafurer  did  not  pardon  his  Lordlhip's  not  accompt- 
ingr*  Av      •••     • 

The  Houfe  was  refumed,  and  put  tathe  qucftion : 

I.  Whether  the  Lord TreafurcrV  for  his  carriage  in  the  office  of  the 
Wardrobe,  be  ccnfurable  or  no  ?' 

And  generally  agreed  unto  by  all  (Mfnine  diffentiente)  to  be  cenfured. 

Die  Mercuriiy  12^  Afaii^    ibz^  pqfi  Meridiem, 

The  Houfe  is  adjourned  ad  libitum. 

Mr.  Attotney  read  that  part  of  the  charge  againdths  Lord  Treafurer. 
which  concerned  the  taking  of  5001.  of  the  farmers  of  the  wiucs  and  cur 
raA^s  for  a  bribe  ;  and  of  500I.  of  the  farmers  of  the  great  farm  of  cuftomi 
for  a  bribe ;  and  for  tj^adting  of  lool.  of  the  faid  farmers  of  wine  and  cur< 
ranta. 

And  their  Lordfliips  took  into  their  confideration  the  Lord  Treafurer' 
anfwer  unto  the  faid  two  bribes. 

•  All  which  being  fully  difculTed,  the  Houfe  was  rcfumed  ;  and  it  wa 
put  to  the  queflion  : 

Whethsr  upon  this  whole  charge,  the  Lord  Treafurer  be  cenfurabh 
er  do  ? 

Aixl  agreed  generally  to  be  cenfured. 

The  Houfe  being  again  adjourned  ad  Uhitumy  Mr.  Attorney  Gencrl 
read  that  part  of  the  charge  acjainll  the  Lord  Treafurer,  which  concen- 
cd  his  Lordfliip's  procu/ing if  George  Herriott  to  furrendcr  his  leafe)f 
the  farm  of  fugars,  which  he  held  up^m  a  rent  of  10,000  marks  per  annun 
Co  the  King,  and  fur  procuring  a  new  leafe  thereof  immediately  unto  tro 
of  his  Lordihip's  fervants  (to  his  own  ufc)  at  2000I.  per  annum  ;  flndbr 
denying  the  merchants,  upon  their  exportation  of  fugars,  the  imptfts 
paid  therefore  upon  the  importationi  as  his  liordfliip  ought  to  have  doie^ 
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■  « 

by  the  dirc^oiv  of  Hit  »Maje{ly*s  letters  patent  of  5**  Drc.  anno  S**  Ja- 

coht. 

Upon  reading  whereof,  the  Lonl  Keeper  fijnifi'^d  unto  their  Lordlhipi 
that  he  had  received  a  meiTagc  from  thij  King,  toachinq  this  charge  ;  vi- 
delicet, That  Hih  Majeliy  did  f  eclv  ,^ive  unto  the  Lord  TreaCurer  4000I. 
per  annum,  out  cf  the  faid  Icalc  uf  iugars,  the  fame  to  bc^in  prefentlj 
after  the  date  il.ereof. 

.Their  Lurc(h\|  s  taking  into  their  confideration  that  this  was  the  King's 
free  gjf,  thiy  did  not  think  it  fit  to  cenfiire  the  l^ord  Treafurer  f >rthe 
fame,  ^Uhou^h  Ms  Lordfhip  liad  urid.ly  ii.firnred  Hi>Mujeily  t  f  good 
ferviceb  done  in  the  othce  of  the  Wardn^be,  (which  his  Lord  (hip  per- 
formed not;  f  )r  whit  h  this  leafc  of  fujrars  was  given  him  ;  neithei  did 
his  Lordlhip  irform  hi  Majefty  (for  ought  appears)  that  a  debt  of  700ol« 
was  inilalled  u{x>n  that  leafe>  tbeMhich  his  Lordflup  transferred  to  the 
farm  of  tobacco. 

And  ai*  touching  the  denial  of  thcimpofl  unto  the  merchants  upon  the 
exportation  of  Ingars,  for  that  his  Lordfhip  affirms  that  the  under  firmers 
of  the  faid  fugara  from  him  are  liable  to  the  re-payment  of  the  faid  impoil 
(if  any  be  due),  tieir  Loidfliips  did  not  think  it  fit  to  cenfure  thelJord 
Treasurer  foi  the  fame. 

And  the  Houfe  being  rcfun>ed,  it  Was  put  to  the  quedion.  Whether 
the  Lord  Treafurer  (liall  be  free  from  any  cenfunc  in  this  particular  diarge 
or  no  ? 

And  generally  agreed  to  be  freed*  •  • 

* 

»    The  Houfe  was  attain  adjourned  ad  libitum  :  And  Mr.  Attorney  Gc^ 

ncral  read  ilwt  part  of  the  charge  againft  the  Lord  Treafurer,  which  con^ 

cerns  the  compofition  for  grocery  ware  In  the  city  of  Briilol,  which  city 

had  refufcd  to  yield  unto  any  compofition  for  the  fame*;  and  yet  the 

Lord  Treafurer  had  given  warrant  10  levy  the  fame  ag  infl  their  wills, 

md  to  flay  the  entering  of  their  goods  until  the  fame  were  paid  accord- 

ngly. 

And  for  that  it  appeared  that  the  Lord  Treafurer  Dorfett*s  letter,  dated 

610,  for  levying  the  faid  compofition,  agreed  with  the  letter  written  by 

his  Lord  Treafurer,  and  for  that  divers*  of  Briftol;  had  paid  the  like 

ompofition,  and  for  that  it  did  not  appear  that  the  Lord  Treafurer  did 

hereby  feck  any  benefit  to  himfelf,  their  Lordfliips  did  not  think  him 

:t  to  be  ccnfured  for  the  fame. 

Wherefore  the  Houfe  being  refumed,  it  was  put  to  the  queflion,— 
Vhether  the  Lord  Treafurer  (hall  be  free  of  cenfure  in  this  charge  of 
g-ocery  or  no  ? 
And  agreed  to  be  freed • 

The  Houfe  being  adjourned  adlhitum  again,  Mr.  Attorney  General 
rad  another  part  of  the  Lord  Treafurer's  charge,  videlicet,  That  his 
Jbrdfliip,  for  thefe  two  years  and  a  half,  (fince  he  was  Lord  Treafurer) 
hth  Dot  obferved  the  two  proportions  or  eflabliflunents  for  the  ordinary 
aidfupjjly  of  the  Office  of  the  Ordnance,  nriihcr  that  which  was  fettled 
for  the  fupply  thereot  by  Privy  Seal,  anno fexto  Jacobin  for  the  ordinary 
ofthat  fervice,  nor  that  in  amo  1620,  fet  down  by  hisLordfliip  and  the 
oticr  Commilfioners  of  the  Navy^  for  the  prefcnt  fupply  thereof,  where- 
by the  florcs  are  in  effed  wholly  unfurnifhed;  and  that  his  Lordfhip, 
iinc  h^  was  Lord  Treafurer,  ncgleded,  aad  kept  not  the  contrad  made 

*  Sic.  in  ort|;. 
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by  himfclf  and  otjttr  Comnriffioncra  with  Mr.  Evelyn  for  gunpowder,  to 
the  haxard  of  tbc  kingdom!,  aod  prejudiec  of  the  King  ;  and  that  he 
made  ur.lrtwtulhai  chains  for  ilic  hni$  of  Sir  Rog:er  Datifoti,  contra£ting^ 
to  procure  payment  ot  old  arrears  of  debt,  which  he  performed  when  he 
became  Trcai'urer  ;  and  to  procure  the  making  of  Baronets  ;  and  a  fuit 
to  the  King  for  compounding  with  His  Majelty'?  copy-holders  of  Wake- 
field, which  he  valued  at  2000!.,  and  for  udng  indire^  mrans,  and  the 
povver  and  countenance  of  his  place,  to  wrell  Sir  Richard  Smith  and  Sir 
John  Devyc  out  of  a  leal'e  which  Sir  Roger  Daliion  had  pa0ed  unto 
them. 

And  their  Lordiliips  having  fully  difcuifed  the  great  neglcAofthe 
I^rd  Treafurer  to  ilfuc  the  King's  money  for  the  furnifliing  of  the 
King's  flore  of  munitions  with  armour  and  powder,  and  that  yet  he 
piid  the  arrear  of  debts  to  that  office  for  his  owir  particular  profit, 
upon  a  contra^  with  the  faid  officers  ;  and  having  conlidcred  his  Lord- 
ihip*&  great  mifdemcanors  in  the  bargains  for  the  faid  lands  of  Sir  Roger 
Daliion,  extended  for  that  debt,  and  his  Lordihip  propounding,  for  part 
of  payment  thereof,  the  making  of  Baronets,  aod  a  fuit  for  the  com- 
pouodingof  His  Majeily's  copy-holders  of  Wakefield,  and  his  Lord(hip*s 
anfwcr  unto  this,  videlicet,  That  he  preferred  this  fuit  unto  the  King  in 
pity  of  Sir  Thomas  Mounfbn'seflate,  (a  man  heretofore  of  good  account 
in  his  country,  and  now  decayed)  nhich  their  Liordfliips  thought  it  moft 
fordid  for  a  iLord  Trcafuicr  to  make  ufe  of  for  his  own  benefit ;  and  it 
appearing  unto  their  Lordfhips  that  the  faid  Lord  Treafurer  had  fet  on 
foot  an  old  outlawry  upon  a  debt  long  fmce  paid  by  the  Ikid  Sir  Roger 
r)aIifon,  and  that  bis  Lordflup,  upon  pretence  of  a  debt  to  the  King 
where  there  was  no6e,  procured  a  revocation  of  letters  of  adminillration 
granted  of  Sir  Roger  DahfonS  goods,  and  had  written  his  letter  unto  the 
judges  of  the  Common  Pleas,  for  the  countenancing  of  this  indirect 
courie  to  wrefl  the  faid  leafe  from  the  faid  Sir  Richard  Smith  and  Sir 
John  Devye,  formerly  granted  unto  them  by  the  faid  Sir  Roger  Dalifon* 
All  thefe  being  fully  debated,  the  Houfe  was  refumed,  and  it  was  put  to 
the  queflion,    * 

Whether  the  Lord  Treafurer  be  worthy  of  a  cenfure,  in  regard  of 
this  whole  charge,  both  for  the  three  bargains,  and  for  not  fupply- 
ing  the  Office  of  the  Ordnance  ? 

And  generally  agreed  unto  by  all  to'be  cenfured. 

The  Houfe  was  again  adjourned  ad  libitum  ;  and  Mr.  Attorney  read 
the  reft  of  the  charge  agaiiift  the  Lord  Treaturer,  videlicet.  That  the  • 
Lord  Treafurer  being   5lafter  ot  the  Wards,  did,  in  anno  Domini  1622, 
caufe  the  inftru^ions  fet  forth  by  His  Majefty  in  a/tno  1618,  for  the 
well  ordering  of  the  Court  of  Wards,  to  be  altered  againfl  the  will  of  the 
officers,  by  the  raifinformation  of  His  Majefty,  whereby  he  hath  taken 
the  petitions  from  the  Clerk  of  that  Court,  and  appropriated  them  unto 
himfelf  andhis  Secretary  ;  and  that  hi*  Lordihip  having  to  himfelf  con- 
cealed warddiips,  he  may  eafily  make  wardQiips  concealed  by  the  courfe 
of  the  (aid  new  inftruclions  ;  and  that  his  Lordflitp  hath  doubled  the 
fees  for  continuances  of  liveries,  and  made  a  flamp,  and  delivered  the 
(ame  to  his  Secretary,  who  hath  ftumped  therewith,  in  the  abfencc  of 
the  mafter,  tenders,  continuances,  warrants  to  the  Great  Seal,  grants  of 
wardfhips  and  leafes,  indentures  of  liveries,  &c. 

And  their  Lordfliips  confidering  that  it  was  not  proved  by  the  exami- 
nation of  witaefTes,  that  the  Secretary  was  appointed  to  take  any  fees  for 
the  faid  petitionS|  either  for  himfelf  or  for  the  Lord  Treafurer';  nor 
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that  the  Lord  Trcafurerhad  mide  anjr  bercflt  to  bimftlf  of  coficftled 
wards,  "by  Tirtue  of  the  faid  irenr  tn{lru£itions  ;  therefen  their  LonUhipi 
thought  his  Lordihip  ttof  cenfurable  for  thofe  two  potott  of  this  charge ; 
but  as  touching  the  doubling  of  feeft  of  continuances  of  liveries,  they 
thought  his  Lordfhip  worthy  to  be  ccnfured,  both  in  refpe^  of  the  griev- 
ance of  the  fubjc^,  and  of  bis  Lordftiip's  anfwer  unto  the  fame,  viuelicec, 
It  is  the  King's  grace  to  the  people,  let  them  pay  for  it :  And  for  that 
he  delivercii  a  (tamp  unto  his  Secretary,  whereby  he  committed  the  great 
trud  repofcd  in  him  by  His  M<ijc(ly,  unto  his  fervant^  not  deigDing  to 
iign  the  petitions,  liveries,  and  warrants  to  the  Great  Seal,  with  bis  own 
namei  their  Ix>rd{hip8  thought  him  worthy  to  be  highly  cenfured  for  the 
lame. 
And  therefore  t^e  Houfc  beioe  rcfumed,  the  queftion  was  put, 
Whether  the  Lord  Troafurcr  deferves  a  cenfurc  upun  the  whole  charje 

or  no  ? 
And  agreed  unto  by  all  (nem'ine  dijffeniiente )  to  be  cenfured  for  the 
fame. 

Die  Jo*ots^   i'^  Maii^   1624.. 

Ordered,  That  the  Gentleman  Uflicr  and  the  Serjeant  at  Arms,  at- 
tendants on  this  Houfe,  do  fummon  the  Earl  of  Midd.  *  LordTreafu- 
rcr  of  England,  to  appear  prcfently  before  their  Lordfhips. 

This  was  figncd  by  the  Lord  Keeper,  and  delivered  to  the  Gentlemaa 
Uflier. 

The  Houfe  bein?  adjourned  adUhitum  ;  the  Clerk  read  the  heads  of 
the  fix  charges  againd  the  Lord  Treafurer,  and  the  fix'feveral  votes  of 
the  Houfe  which  were  yeflcrday  paffed  upon  the  fame. 

And  the  Lords  having  deliberately  confidered  upon  the  proofs  of  bri- 
bery, extortions,  oppreflions,  wrongs,  and  deceits,  objected  againft  the 
LordT^cafurer,  their  Lordfliips  found  the  fame  to  be  moft  apparently 
proved  ;  and  alfo  having  confidered  his  LordHiip's  allegations,  a  cenfure 
again (V  him  was  .drawn  up,  and  notice  lent  to  the  Commons,  that  the 
Lords  were  ready  to  give  judgement ;  who,  being  come,  the  (amevai 
pronounced  accordingly. — (Journals  of  the  Houfe  oi  Lords,  vol.  iii.) 

Die  Hfercuriiy   11^  J unii^   1628. 

Roger  Manwaringc,  Do(5tor  in  Divinity,  being  this  day  brought  to  the 
bar,  the  declaration  of  the  Commons  again II  him  was  read. 

And  then  Mr.  Serjeant  Crew  and  Mr.  Attorney  General  did  charge 
him  with  the  offences  confained  in  the  faid  declaration,  and  opened  the 
proofs  of  the  faid  offences  out  of  the  feveral  places  of  his  two  fcrmons, 
which  he  preached  before  the  King's  Majefty  in  July  lall ;  and  they  the 
faid  Mr.  Serjeant  Crewe  and  Mr.  Attorney  General  did  farther  charge 
thcfaiJ  Roger  Manwaringe  for  preaching  a  third  fcrmon,  ^  Maiih^i 
fitting  the  Parliament,  in  his  own  parid)  church  of  St.  Giles  in  the 
Fields ;  wherein  he  delivered  three  articles  to  this  effe£^,  videlicet,  &c. 

Die  Veneris^  13®  Junii^   1628. 

Dr.  M.mwaringe  being  this  day  brought  to  the  bar  before  the  Lords, 
and  admitted  to  fpeak  for  himfelf  unto  the  charge  of  the  Commons  agaioil 
him,  aniwtTcd  in  eftedl  as  foUoWeth,  &c. 

The  prifoncr  being  withdrawDj  the  Lords  confidered  of  their  ceofurs 

againft  him. 

*  Sic.  ta  orig. 
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MeflTage  fo  the  Common  ,  That  the  Lurds  afc  reac^y  to  proccpd  to 
Jutigement  a(;aiiitl  Dr.  Manwiiringe,  it  the^f  uith  thdr  Speaker,  ivill 
come  \n  demand  ir.c  lame,  ficc* 

Judgfiiip.r  giveu ;  and  then  the  Commons  departed,  and  Dr.  Min- 
warirg '  was  feat  pVifoner  to  die  Ficvt, — (jouritaU  ot  the  iioufeui  Luids^ 
Vol.  in.) 

Die  Mercurii^  25*  Januarli^   ^709, 

The  Hmjft  bein^  informed,  that  Dr.  S.ichovereil  was  at  the  door,  hp 
was  calL-d  in,  and  kneeling  r.t  rhe  bar,  delivered  his  aniwer  to  the  ar* 
tide*  ot  impeachment  agaiuli  him, 

A  nK(rigc  wa^  leht  to  theHoufe  of  Commons,  to  acquaint  them  thati 
Dr.  Henry  S.ichcven'U  harh  put  in  his  anfwcr  to  the  articles  01  \'  petch-* 
ment  Tent  from  their  Hnifc  againft  him,  which  their  LorJlhip^  commu- 
nicated to  them  ;  atid  ddire  that  the  laid  origiual  auAvcr  may  be  rt.tum* 
cd  with  convenieut  fpced. 

Die  yener'ts^  3'  Februaril  1 709* 

A  meffifre  wa?  brought  fi<>in  t^^  Hoi^fc  nf  Commons,  to  return  Dr* 
Sacheverell's  ani'wer  to  the  impeachment  again (Ihiui ;  together  wiih  the 
replication  of  the  Commnns  to  the  laid  nnfWer* 

It  is  ordered  bv  tl>e  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal  in  Pa'-liament  af* 
fembted,  Thar  Henry  Sachevcrcll,  Dod.ir  in  Divinity,  (hall  be  tried  at 
the  bar  uf  this  HuttCe  on  ThariUay  next,  being  the  9th  inllaat)  at  cktreu 
o*clock  in  the  torcnoon. 

Die  Marihj  14®  Martti  1709. 

The  Dirke  of  B.>lton  reported  from  the  Lords  Committees  appointed  to 
fcarch  and  infpert  precedents  of  impeachments  concerning  crimes  and 
tt^ifdemcanors,  and  report  iuch  of  them  as  thev  think  proper  to  bc  laid 
before  the  Houte,  tn-relution  to  Dr.  Sichcvercirs  impeachment* 

The  abflr  i(!:ls  of  which  impeachments  -.vere  read,  as  alto  fome  of  the 
impeachments  at  large,  o^it  of  the  jouinals. 

After  which,  and  debate  thereupon,  ievcrni  propofals  being  made; 

And  a  debate  ariling,  Whether  a  qiicdiou  Ihouid  be  llated  } 

h  was  propofed  to  adjourn  the  Houfc* 

Then  the  quellion  was  put. 

Whether  this  Houfe  (hill  bc  now  adjourned  ? 

It  was  rcfolved  in  the  n-'eative. 

The  quelliun  uas  put,  That,  by  the  law  and  ufac^c  of  Parliament,  ill 
profecuiions  by  impeachments  for  high  crimes  and  mifdemcanors,  by 
writing  or  fpeakiiig.  Hie  pai  ticular  words  fuppofcd  to  be  criminal  are  noC 
iieccflary  to  be  exprcflly  ipccHied  in  fucli  impeachments  ? 

It  was  rcfolved  in  the  allirmative-     DllJciUvciit. 

It  is  refolded  by  the  LorJs  Spiritual  and  Tcnnx)ral,  in  Parliament  af* 
femblcd,.Thar,  by  the  law  and  ulai^e  of  Parlia.nent,  in  profccuticms  b/ 
impe  chments  tor  high  crimes  and  mifJomcanors,  by  writing  or  fpeaking^ 
the  particul  ir  words  fuppofed  to.  be  cr'uinnal  are  not  nccelfefy  to  bc  ex* 
prrisly  Ip  cilicd  in  fuch  impeach nKnts. 

It  is  ordered  by  the  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal,  in  Parliament  af- 
fcmbled,  Tliat,  on  Tburfday  next,  at  eleven  o'clock,  this  Houfe  fliall 
proceed  upt;n  jthe  impeachment  ot  Henry  Sachcverell,  Dodor  in  Divi-  ' 
niiv,  article  by  article. 

Vol.  XLJl.  3H 
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Then  the  order  of  the  14th  inflant  being  read,  far  taking  into  confix 
deration  the.  impeachment  of  D<-.  Henfy  Sachevcrell,  article  by  article. 

And  It  being  moved  to  declare.  That  the  Commons  had  made  good  the 
firft  article  againft  Dr.  Sachevercll : 

After  long  debate  thereupon, 

This  queftion  was  propofed,  That  the  CommoDs  have  made  good  their 
firft  article  of  impeachment  againft  Hensy  Sacheverell|  Do£br  in  Divi* 
nity. 

Andy  after  farther  debate  thereupon. 

This  queftion  was  put,  Whether  this  queftion  fhall  be  now  put  I 

It  was  refolved  in  the  affirmative. 

Diflentient. 

Then  the  main  nueftion  was  put,  That  the  Commons  have  made  good 
their  fii  ft  article  of  impeachment  againft  Henry  Sachevercll,  Dodorin 
Divinity  ? 

It  was  refolved  in  the  affirmative. 

Dliienticnt. 

It  18  refolved  by  the  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal,  in  Parliament  af- 
fembled.  That  the  Commons  have  made  good  their  firft  article  of  im* 
peachment  againft  Henry  Sachevcrell,  Dodor  in  Divinity. 

It  is  ordered  by  the  Lord*?  Spiritual  and  Temporal  in  rarliament  af- 
i<;mbled.  That  this  Houfc  (hall  trt- morrow,  at  eleven  o'clock,  proceed 
upon  the  fecond  article  of  impeachment  againft  Henry  Sachevcrell,  Doc^ 
tor  in  Divinity. 

TheHoufe  (purfuant  to  the  order  yefterday)  took  inta  connderation 
the  fecond  article  of  the  Commons'  impeachment  againft  Henry  Sacbe* 
verell.  Doctor  in  Divlnliy^ 

And  after  debate  thereupon. 
This  queftion  was  put, 

That  the  Commons  have  made  good  the  fecond  article-  of  their  im- 
peachment againft  Henry  Sacheverell,  Do6tor  in  Divinity  ? 
It  was  refolved  in  the  affirmative. 
Diflentient. 

Then  the  like  queftion  was  put,  fevcrally,  upon  the  third  and  fourth 
articles,  and  refolved  in  the  affirmative  ;  and  dfflenr. 

It  is  refoUeil,  by  ihc  Lords  Spiritual  und  Temporal  in  Parliament  af- 
fembled,  That  the  Commons  have  made  good  the  fecond,  third,  and  fturth 
articles  of  their  impeachment  againft  Henry  Sachevcrell,  Dodlor  in  Di- 
vinity. 

Then  it  being  propofed.  That  this  queftion  be  aiked  every  Lord  ia 
Wcftminftcr  Hall,  (videlicet) 

That  the  Commons  having  made  good  the  fevcral  articles  of  im- 
peachment againft  Henry  Sacheverell,  Do^or  in  IXvinity,  th« 
faid  Dr.  Henry  Sachc¥crcll  is  guilty  of  high  crime*  dbd  mifle- 
ineanors  ? 

After  debate, 
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It's  ordered.  That  the  farrhor  confidcration  of  the  debate  ujion  the 
pFopofed  qutflion  fhali  be  adjourned  to  tu-monoA',  at  eleven  o'clock. 

Die  Sah&atjf   1 8*  Martii^   1 709,    - 

Then  the  queilion  propolcti  yeftcrday  to  be'afkcd  every  Lord  inWeft- 
Kunfter  Hall,  was  lead,  (lu^crictt) 

I 

That  the  Commons  having  maJc  cood  the  feveral  articles  of  the 
impeachmeni  againll  Henry  Satjhtvrrell,  Doftor  in  Divinity,  the 
faid  Dr.  Heniy  Sachcvcrcll  is  guilty  ot'highcnmes  and  mildc- 
nieanors  ? ' 

The  order  being  a!fo  read  for  refumiog  the  adjourned  debate  there- 
upon, 

It  wa?  moved,  and  (after  debate)  agreed,  to  leave -out  the'fiTft  part  of 
tfaepitopofed  cjuetHon,  (videlicet) 

lljat  the  Commons  hnvinj;  made  good  the  feveral  articles' of  the  \m* 
peachmcnt  agamft  Henry  Sachevcrcll,  D^xftor  in  Divinity. 

It  Is  ordered,  \fy  the  Lords  Spiiitual  and  Tcmpo'^al,  in  Parliament 
aflembled,  Thatthf  queftiontohc  put  to  each  Lord  in  the  Hall,  begin- 
ning at  the  Junior  Baron  fi*  (V,  Tb  ill  be. 

Is  Dr.  Henry  Sacheverell  guilty  of  high  crimes  and  mifdcmcanorSp 
charged  v^pon  him  by  the  impeachment  of  the  Houie  of  Com* 
.vnons.? 

Thciitt 'being  propofedio  conSder  whatanftvcr  each  Lord  flull  give. 
And  debate  thereupon, 
This  queftion  was  propofcd. 

Whether  theanfwcr  to  be  given  by  each  Lord  dial  1  be,  Guilty  or 
not  Guilty  (only)  ? 

Then  the  queftion  Was  put. 

Whether  the  word  (oni^;)  fliall  (land  part  of  the  queilion  ? 
It  was  refolvcd  in.rhc  iiiiirinacivc 

Then  the  queilion  was  put. 
Whether  the  aufwer  to  be  given  by  eacli  Lord  to  the  qtiedlon  to  b« 
put  in  Wei'rminrter  Hall,  ihall  be  Guilty  oi*  Not  Gjilty  (only)  ? 
It  was  rciblvcd  in  the  aihrmativc. 

It  is  ordered,  by  the  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal,  in  Parliament  af- 
fembled,  That  the  qucflion  to  be  put  to  each  Lord  in  Wcilniinfler  Hall 
iliall  be, 

Is'Henry  Sacheverell,  Doflor  in  Divinity,  guilry  of  high  crimes 
and  mifdcmeanors,  chari^cd  on  him  by  rhe  iinj  eachmcnt  ol  the 
Houfe  of  Commons  r  And  tlic  aniwtr  thercuucv)  Ihaii  be  Guilty 
or  Not  Guilty  only. 
Difleuticnt.  , 

J}:e  Lun/ty  i(P  Martli  1 709* 

The  Houfe,  purfjant  to  the  order  of  Saturday  lad,   adjourned  into 

WeOminlierHail: 
And  being  there,  the  Houfe  was  re  fumed  :  ♦  1 

And  the  Lord  ChaacfHur  declared,    Tiiat  the  Lords  bad  agreed  upoi^ 

•a  c^ucilion  to  be  put  .to  each  Lord,  fcvcniiiy. 
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Th^n  l-s  LonlQiip  put  the  queflion,  begiDoiDg  at  the  junior  Ssna 

L  Dr.  Hf  nry  Sachcvcrell  guilty  of  high  crimes  and  mirdemea- 
nor$,  chartrcd  upon  him  by  the  iirpcachment  of  the  Huuuof 
Cc/m minora  ? 

Ani)  h.iringaik  d  every  Lordprefent;  and  they  having  decltfed Guilty, 

or  Noi  »' uiliv  : 

Kis  LorJflnp  having  cad  up  the  votes,  declared  him  Guilty. 
Ditienticia. 

Then  the  L'lrl  Chancellor  commanded  that  Dr.  S;ichevereli  (hould 
conif;  to  the  bar;  whu  coming  accordingly »  kneeled  until  he  was  bid  to 

Then  his  Lordfliip  declared  to  him,  That  the  lords  had  fully  con^ 
iidv-rrd  ot  rhia  ca  e,  and  had  fdund  him  guilty  of  high  crimes  and  mif* 
demeanors,  charged  on  him  by  the  impeachment  ot  the  Houfe  of  Com* 
iho  IS 

Th<  n  Dr.  Sachevercll  defirrd,  that  his  Counfcl  might  be  heard  as  to 
the  matrrr  of  law  to  ihefe  iw  »  ptnnts: 

ift.  That  no  n.tire  cla  ifi,  ftnfcnce,  or  exprelTion,  contained  in  ci- 
ther of  his  iwo  Sermons,  or  Dl.dicatiun^,  is  particularly  fct  £i>tth  in  his 
impeach  mei.t.     ?\nd, 

2dly.  Tha»'  the  impeachment  is  by  the  Knights,  Citizens  and  Bur* 
gelle^,  Commillioncsof  Shire*-  and  B'  roughs,  in  thenimeofthemielves, 
and  of  all  the  Commons  ot  Great  Britain  ;  but  the  at  tit  les  oni)  by  the 
Knii^hts,  Citizens,  and  BurgeHes,  in  ,the  namr  ut  thcmfelves,  and  of 
all  the  Commons  of  Greu*  Britain  ;  which  is  neither  i«grecabk  totheiw- 
peachment,  nor  to  the  title  of  the  Houle  or  Commons  iince  the  h^ppj 

iJnion. 

» 

Then  the  Houfe  adiourned  to  the  Hou(e  above. 

And  the  Lords  being  returned. 

The  Hcjulc  was  refumed  ; 

And  the  a6t  maiV  in  the  fixth  year  of  her  prefent  Majefty,  for  render- 
ing the  Uni  m  of  the  two  kingdoms  more  entiie  and  complete,  being 
read,  and  conlidt-rarion  had  cf  v\  hut  was  offered  by  Pr.  SachrvcreU, 

It  Is  ordered,  That  to-morrow,  at  eleven  o'clock,  thia  Houfe  will 
take  into  coniideratiun  what  cenlure  to  pafs  upon  the  faid  br*  Henry 
Sacbevercll. 

Dtc  Mart  is  f  2 1*  Martii  1 709. 

TJicn  the  Houfe  (purfuant  to  the  order  yeflerday)  took  into  coofide- 
ration  whiit  ccnfure  to  give  upon  Henry  Sacheverell,  Do^or  in  Divinity. 

And  it  being  propofed  as  follows : 

1.  That  Dr.  Henry  Sacheverell  be  enjoined  not  to  preach  during  the 
term  of  feven  years, 

2.  Thar  f  »r  the  fame  term  of  years,  to  be  made  incapable  of  receiving 
any  other  eccleliallical  bcncHce  ih-m  what  he  now  enjoys. 

3.  Tliat  he  be  imprifoned  in  the  Tower  for  three  months,  and  until 
he  lind  furctics  for  his  good  behaviour  during  the  term  of  lev^n  years, 
before  rhi*  t\yo  chief  julliccs. 

4..  That  his  ftymons  be  burnt  by  the  hangman,  at  the  exchange,  ia 
jprefencc  of  the  Lord  Mayor  an(i Sheriffs* 
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Then  the  Houfe^obk  the  propofed  ceiifuKC.i^to.qoa^d^rat^^yjj^ij^s^gTTiph 
by|xiragraph.  .     .  ' 

And  after  ^c^e  upon  thc,fir(t  .paragmj^hy 
I    It  was  agreed  to  lea^e  out  the  word  (ic^qp.) 

And  it  being  propofed  indead  thereof  to  infert  the  word  (three!) 

•  The  ^^ctriioli  iTr^  pv|t.  Whether  the  bUpk,i|i  the  iirfl  paragraph  (hall 
be  hllcd  up  with  the  word  (three  ?)   *         ' 
'Jt  waft  rcfolved  in  the*  affirmatiire* 

Then  this  queftion  was  put.  That  Dr.  Henry  Sachererell  (hall  be  en* 
joined  Aot  to  preach  during  the  term  of  three  years  fr ' 
.   Ir  wa»  refulved  in  the  affirmative.  * 

Then  the  fccond  paragraph  propofed  was,-  That  Dr#  Henry  Sacheverell 
be  made  incapable  of  receiving  any  ecpleiiaftical  benc^ce  iof  tjie  i'pacp  of 
three  years. 

And  after  debate  thereupon, 

'^  his  queftion  wat>  put,  Thar  Drv-Hcnry  Sacheverell  be  made  irfca- 
pable  of  re^cU^g  any  .farther  eccleiialtical  benefice  during  .t)ic  faid,ttrni 
of  three  years  ?  . 

It  was  refblved  in  the  negative. 

Then  the  third  paragraph  propofed,  That  Dr.  Henr}'  Sncheverell  (hall 
be  imprifoned  in  the  Tower  for  three  monthi,  and  until  he  find  furetict 
for  his  -good  bchaviourl  • 

This  was  not  infiftcd  on. 

Thm  the.  fourth  paoigraph  pcopofed  was*  ThntDr,  5^chf  verell's  two 
fermons  be  burnt  by  the  hangman  at  the.£ach4agv«  in  the  prefcnce  of 
the  Lord  Mayor  and  Sheriffs. 
'  A!:d  after  farther  debate. 
This  quelHpn  was  put,  That  the  two  pnnfed  fermons  of  Dr.  Sachevc* 
'  rell,  referred  to  hy  the  impeach mein  uf  the  Houfe  of  Commons, 
flia  11. btr  burnt  before  the  Royal  Exchange  by  the  hands  of  the  hang- 
man, in  the  prefcncc  of  the  Lord  Mayor  of  London,  and  the  twa 
Sheriffs  of  London  and  Middle lex. 
It  was  rcfolved  in  the  aliirmativc. —  (Jtiurnals  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords, 
¥ol.  xix.) 

Die  Mcrcurltt  aB^^rZ/j  172J. 

Ordered,  That  the  articles  of  impeachment  for  \v%\\  crimes  and  mifdc- 
mcanors,  exhibitrd  by  the  H  »ufr  of  Ci^mmons  acrainfl  Thomas  Earl  of 
Miccles'ield  ;  and  the  anfw^r  of  the  fdid  Earl,  toi^cther  with  the  repli- 
cation oi  the  Houfc  of  Commons  to  the  faid  anfvvcr,  be  forthwith  print- 
ed, fgr  the*  benefit -ind  con  venicncv  of  the  Lords  of  1  his  ^oufe  only,  ^d 
delivered  to  the  Clerk  alTillant  only  for  that  purpofc. 

'Die  Luficf^    2^9  Mail   1725. 

The  order  being  rpn(!  fpr  t.iking  into  farther  coafidcration  the  impeaCh* 
tncnt  (if  the  E;.rl  uf  Micclv^Held, 

It  was  prnpoird  to  rt-folvt;,  That  the  Commons  have  made  good  their 
charp;'-  or  oic^K  crimes  a«d  mjldi-mc a:ir)~s  aprainft  the  laid  Earl. 

Atii' a  q-ielti;)!!  hfin^i:  iLif'-d  upon  the  f%?d  pro  jofition, 

The  previous  qucftion  uas  pur,  Whether  Hut  qucllion  fliall  be  now 
pnt  ?  ^ 

Rciulved  \xx  the  afHrmativc,  '  ' 
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• 

Then  the  mam  queftion  was  put,  '       .     .     , 
That  the  Commons  ha  .*e  nude  good  their  charge  of  high  crimes  and 

mildemeanors  againt)  Thomas  £iirl  ot  Macclebfield  ? 
It  was  refolved  in  theaffirmainT. 

After  which 

Ic  was  agu^cd.  That  the  cjiiefHon  to  be  put  to  eac^  Lord  {trtnSijt 
Wginoing  with  the  juiiiar  fiu^un,  (hall  be> 

Is  Thomas  Karl  of  Macclesfield  guilty  of  h'gh  crimes  and  mifde- 
.   HieaDors,  charged  ou  him  by  the  impcacuuicDt  of  the  Houleof 
Commousy  or  cu  guUry  r 

And  evrrv  LoM  prrientil^.  .11  declare  his  opinioti,  ^inhy  or  not  guikyi 
ttpon  hx8  honour,  layintf  h»s  ri^Vrr  iiaiKJ  up.iU  his  brcaO. 

Ordered,  that  this  |-L)ui'e  wH\  proceed  farther  on  the  imoeiichmeut 
agaiuii  Thomas  Earl  of  Mucclc&iicid,  to-morrow  at  twelve  V<lock, 

Die  Martis^  2  5*  Maii  1 7  2^* 

A  mcHage  was  (ent  to  the  Hmife  ot  Commons,  to  acq>uaint  them,  that 
the  Lords  are  ready  to  proceed  farther  upon  the  impeachment  a^ainll  tht 
Earl  ot  Mac^k:^ field.  < 

And  the  Managers  bcin«^  come,  and  featcd  as  hcfor^, 
Thp  ufual  proclamation  was  mifdc  Uix  liicnce* 

After  which  the  Speaker  put  the  iqucilion  agreed  on  yefherday^  to  all 
the  Lords  prcfcnt,  beginning  with  the  junior  Bartin  ;  (\idclicet,) 

Is  Thomas  Earl  of  Macclesfield  guilty  of  high  crimts  and  mifde- 
*  meanore,'  charged  u}K)n  him  by  the  impeachment  ot  the  Houfcof 
Commons,  or  not  guilty^  -    *• 

And  their  Lordfliips,  feverally,  declaring  their  opinion  that  he  wac 
i;ui]ty : 

The  Speaker  declared  the  Houfe  had  nnanimoufly^  found  the  (aid  Earl 
guilty  of  high  crimes  and  mirdemcanors,  charged  upon  him  by  the  iia- 
peacbment  of  the  Houfe  ot  Commons. 

Then  the  Managers  were  dire«f^ed  to  withdraw. 
'  And  the  Hoofe  was  adjourned,  during  pleafure,  to  unrobe. 

The  Houfe  was  refumrd* 

The  Duke  of  Devonlhire,  Lord  Prefidcnt,  fignified  to  the  Houfe, 
That  lad  night  he  received  a  letter  from  the  Earl  of  Macclesfield,  men- 
tioning that  he  was  ill  of  the  (lone  :  And  his  Grace  alio  acquaint^  their 
Lordfhips,  be  was  this  day  ihformed,  ^by  oneof  xhe  faid  Earl's  iblicitors, 
that  his  LordOiip  dill  continued  ill. 

Ordered,  That  this  Houfe  will  proceed  farthempgn  the  impeachment 
againfl  Thomas  Earl  of  Macclesfield^  to-morrow,  at  ten  oVlock  in  the 
forenoon. 

And  a  mellage  was  fent  to  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  to  acquaint  them 
therewith. 

Ordered,  That  the  faid  Earl  do  attend  at  the  bar  of  this  Houfe  to-mor- 
row, at  ten  o'clock  in  the  forenoon  ;  and  that  the  Gentleman  Ufher  of 
the  Black  Rod,  and  the  Serjeant  at  Arms  attending  this  Houfe,  do  ferve 
him  with  the  faid  order;  and  that  the  faid  Serjeant  do  take  his  mace  with 
him,  to  &ew  it  his  Lordfliipat  the  faid  fummons. 
y  Orderttl|  That  the  Lords  be  fummoned  to  attend  in  their  robes  to- 
morrow. 4 
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Dt€  Mercurii^  it^  Matt  1*1%^. 

The  Gcntlcmin  UQier  of  the  Black  Rod  gave  the  Houfc  an:  account, 
that  he  and  the  Serjeant  at  Arms  hndlerved  iheir  Lordfliips  order  on  the 
Earl  of  Macclesfield,  for  his  atcendicnce  t^is  day;  and  that  his  Lordfhip 
was  attending  purfuant  thereunto. 

The  order  of  the  day  befng  read  for  proceeding  farther  upon  the  in^ 
peachment  of  the  Earl  of  MacclesBrld, 

A  meilage  was  fent  to  the  Hoofe  of  Commons,  to  acquaint  them  that 
their  Lordihipa  are  ready  to  proceed  farther  upon  the  impeachment  agatnil 
the  faid  £arl. 

And  the  managers  being  come. 

The  ttfual  proclamation  was  made  for  iUence* 

Then  the  Gentleman  Ufher  wks  dire^ed  to  call  In  the  Earl  of  Mac* 
dcsficld. 

Who  being  come  to  the  bar. 

The  Speaker  acquainted  hiro,  That  the  Lords  had  fully  confidered  of 
his  cafe,  and  had  unanimouily  found  him  guilty  of  high  crimes  and  roif- 
demeanors  charged  upon  him  by  the  impeachment  of  the  Houfe  of  Com* 
iDons. 

Whereupon  the  faid  Earl  mentioned  fomecircumftances  in  mitigation 
of  the  crimes  of  which  he  had  been  accufed  ;  but  was  interrupted  by  the 
managers  for  the  ComiiK>ns>  as  being  irregular,  hb  LotdAiip,  in  what 
he  faid,  not  offering  any  thing  in  arrefl  of  judgement. 

Then  the  faid  Earl  acauainted  the  Houfe  with  the  uneafinefs  he  was 
at  prefent  under  in  regard  of  his  illiiefs;  and  fubmitting  himfelf  to  their 
Lordfliips  judice  and  mercy,  begged  to  be  difmiffed  any  forther  attend* 
ance  at  this  time. 

Upon  which  the  (aid  Earl,  as  alfo  the  managers,  were  direded  to  with- 
draw. 

The  Houfe  was  adjourned  during  pleafure  for  the  Lords  to  put  off  their 
robes. 

Ordered,  That  the  conveniences  prejxired  for  the  managers  for  x\\e^ 
Commons,  for  their  better  accommodarlon  in  profecuting  their  impeach* 
ment,  be  forthwith  taken  away,  and  that  the  Lc:rd  Great  Chamberlain 
be  defired  to  caufe  the  fame  to  be  done  accordingly. 

Ordered,  That  Thomas  Earl  of  Macclesfield  be  committed  to  the  cuf- 
tody  of  the  Gentleman  Ufhcr  of  the  Black  Rod. 

Ordeitd,  That  this  Houfe  will  now  proceed  to  the  confideration  of 
what  judgement  to  give  upon  the  impeachment  againft  the  faid  Earl : 

And  it  being  propofed,  That  the  faid  Earl  be  fined  in  the  fum  of  30,000!. 
to  the  King's  Majtdy : 

After  debate,  and  re-adinoj  the  judgments  of  this  Houfe,  in  the  cafet 
both  of  the  Vifcount  St.  Alb'ans*  and  the  Earl  of  Midulelex  : 

It  was  propofed  to  a(k  the  opinion  of  tne  Judges,  Whether  the  falc  of 
tnofRce  that  hatli  rehiion  to  the admiuiftration  of  juflice,  bean  offence 
again  (I  the  common  law  ? 

And  a  qjcftidn  beino;  dated  upon  the  faid  propofition ; 

The  previous  quedion  was  put.  Whether  that  queftion  (hall  be  now 
put  ? 

It  was  leblvcd  in  the  negative. 

*  &G.  ia  ort{. 
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Then  it  being  moved  to  reMve^  That  Tkoih^t^  Earl  of  Macclesfield 
be  fined : 

The  queHion  was  put  thereupon  ; 

It  wai  refolved  in  the  affirmative. 

« 

After  which, 

It  Vi/as.  moved  to  refolve.  That  Thomas  Earl  of  Macclesfield  (hall  he 
!br  ever  incapable  of  anV  office,  plaCCi  or  employment,  in  the"^  ftate  or 
commonwealth: 

And  debate  t hefenpoft  r 
•    The  qvitdion  v^as  put,  Whether  tht  faid  Earl  (liall  be  for  ever  inca- 
pable of  any  office,  place,  or  employ  mcnt,  in  the  fiate  or  commonwealth  } 

It  was  refolved  iu  the  negative. 

Ordered,  That  the  fine  the  (aid  Earl  fhall  pay  to  the  King  be 
go,oool. 

Ordered,  That  the  faid  Earl  be  committed  prifoner  to  the  Tovr6r  ot 
London,  and  be  there  contitiued  in  fafe  cufiody  until  he  fhall  have  paid 
the  faid  fine. 

Oraercd,  That  this  H6uffc  \Vill  proceed  farther  on  the  impeachment 
sigaiAil  Thomad  £arl  of  Ma'cCl^ficld  to«mdrroW,  at  ttn  o'clock  in  the 
forenoon. 

Ordered,  That  the  Lords  be  fummoned  to  atttnd  in  their  robes  to- 
morrow.   " 

Ordered,  That  the  t>entlcman  Uftier  of  the  Black  Rod  do  bring  Tho- 
mas Earl  of  Mncclesfieldto  the  bar  of  thU  Moufc  to-morrovr,  at  ten  o'clock 
In  the  forenoon. 

Die  ymj,  27**  Mdii  iy2$. 

Ameflagc  was  font  to  the  Houfc  of  Commons,  to  acquaint  them,  That 
the  Lorda  are  ready  to  give  judgement  againil  Thomas  Earl  of  Macclcs- 
iicld,  if  they,  with  their  Speaker,  will  come  and  demand  the  fame. 

A  mcliage  was  brought  from  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  to  acquaint  tlii$ 
Houfe,  that  the  Commons,  with  thf  ir  Speaker,  do  intend  immediately 
to  come  to  demand  judgement  agamft  Thomas  Earl  of  Macclesfield ;  and 
to  defire  that  the  raimed  Chamber,  and  other  pafTages  to  this  Huufe, 
may  be  cleared. 

Ordered,  That  the  Rainted  Chamber  and  paffages  be  cleared  fgrtlx- 
wlth. 

And  the  MefTengcrs  were  called  In,  and  told  that  the  Lords  had  given 
orders,  as  deli  red  : 

And  the  officers  attending  this  Houfe  were  commanded  to  clear  the 
Painted  Chamber  and  pafik;;es  accordingly  : 

The  SjKakcr  of ,the  Hou^e  of  Commons,  attended  by  the  SerjeaLt  at 
arms  belonging  to  th:it  Houfe,  came  to  thc^bar ; 

When  the  Lord  Ciiief  JulHcc,  Sj^cukcr  of  this  Houfe,  dire<^cd  the 
Gentleman  U(her  of  the  Blnck  Rod  to  bring  thither  the  Earl  of  Mac- 
clesfield ;  who,  af  cr  low  nbcifances  made,  kneeled  until  the  faid  Lord 
Chief  Judice  acquainted  him  he  might  rife. 

'Then  the  Speaker  of  the  Houie  of  Commoas  fpalce  as  follows ; 

My  Lords, 

The  FCuights,  Citizen?,  and  Burgeflesj  in  Parliament  aflTcmblcd,  in 
the  name  of  ihimlclvcs  ami  of  all  the  Commons  of  Great  Britain,  did, 
at  this  bar,  impcawh  Thomus  Earl  u£  Macclesfield  of  high  crifflti  and 
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thi(demeattorB,.  and  did  ethibit  articles  of  impeacbmetot  againft  hiiOy 
and  have  made  good  their  charge.  - 

I  do  therefore^  in  the  nai"rtc  of  the  Knights,  Citizens,  and  Burgcfles, 
in  ParHamcnt  afl^mbled,  and  of  all  the  Commons  of  Great  Britain,  de- 
mand judgement  of  your  LordQiips,  againf):  Thomas  Earl  of  Macclesfield^ 
for  the  faid  high  crimes  and  roifdemeanors. 

After  which|  the  Speaker  of  this  HouOs  faid^ 

Mr*  Speaker, 
The  Lords  are  now  ready  to  proceed  to  judgement  itk  the  cafe  by  yoa 
mentioned. 

Thomas  Earl  of  Macclesfield, 
The  Lords  have  unaaimoufly  found  you  guilty  oif'  high  crimes  and 
mifdcmeanors  charged  on  you  by  the  impeachment  of  the  Houfe  of  Com« 
mons ;  fo  that  their  Lordfhips  find  themi'clves  obliged  to  proceed  to  jodge-J 
tnent  againft  you  ;  which  I  am  ordered  to  pronounce  : 

Therefore  this  High  Court  doth  adjudge,  That  you,  Thomas  Earl 
of  Macclesfield,  be  fined  in  the  fum  of  30,0001.  unto  our  Sove*' 
reign  Lord  the  King ;  and  that  you  fliall  be  imprifoned  in  the 
Tower  of  London,  and  there  kept  in  fafe  cuibdy  until  you  fluU* 
pay  the  faid  fine. 

Which  done,  the  Speaker,  with  the  Commons,  withdrew. 
And  the  laid  Earl  or  Macclesfield  was  taken  from  the  bar. 

Ordered,  That  the  faid  Earl  of  Macclesfield  be  committed  to  the 
Tower  of  London,  there  to  Jbe  kept  in  fafe  cuftody  until  he  fhall  pay 
the  above-mentioned' fine  of  30,000!.  to  the  King ;  and  that  the  Gentle* 
roan  Ufher  of  the  Bhick  Rod,  in  whofe  cuflody  the  faid  Earl  at  prefenC 
IS,  do  him  fafcly  convey  to  the  faid  Tower,  and  deliver  him  to  the  Cou- 
ftable  thereof,  or,  in  his  abfence,  to  the  Lieutenant,  or  Deputy  Lieu- 
tenant of  the  fame ;  and  that  the  faid  Con (lable.  Lieutenant,  or  Deputy 
Lieutenant,  do  receive  ^he  body  of  the  faid  Earl,  and  him  keep  in  fafe 
cuftody  therc,f  unril  he  fiiall  have  paid  the  faid  fine, — (Journals  of  the  ^ 
Houfe  of  Lords,  vol.xxii.) 
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When  their  Lordfhips  returned  fix)m  Weflminflcr'Hall,  they 
went  into  a  Committee  upon  the  Hair-powder  bill. 

Upon  the  claufe  being  read  which  fuhjcd^s  maftcrs  of  families  to 
a  penalty  of  20I.  for  not  giving  in  a  corrc6l  lift  of  their  fervants  who 
wear  powder, 

The  Duke  of  NORFOLK  objcflcd  to  this  daufc,  which  he 
conceived  •extremely  opprcflivc  in  its  tendency,  and  at  the  fame  time 
by  no  means  ncceffary  to  the  collc<ftion  of  the  tax.  He  conceived  it 
highly  adding  to  the  diftike  which  people  always  have  to  taxes  by  in- 
troducing claufes  unneceffarily  fcverc— ^  He  faid, .  that  by  this  claufe 
ti*e  maftcr  of  a  family  was  driven  cither  to  make  a  falfc  return,  apd 

Vol.  XLII.  3  I 
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tl^ertby  afBx  his  name  to  a  falfchood,  and  fubjeft  himfclf  to  a  pc- 
rmlty  of  20I.  or  elfc  he  muft  turn  informer  againft  his  own  fervants, 
which  appeared  to  bis 'Grace  a  very  unneceffary  hardlhip.  He  had 
no  objcdlion  to  the  principle  of  the  bill ;  on  the  contrary,  he  ap- 
proved of  it ;  but  he  could  not  give  his  afient  to  it  if  this  claufc  was 
not  expunged.    He  then  moved  that  the  claufc  be  left  out. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  obferved,  that  if  this  claUfe 
were  omitted,  it  would  materially  affc^l  the  bill.  He  belicx'cd  there 
were  no  elafs  of  people  who  came  more  properly  under  the  bill,  than 
thofe  fprvants  who,  either  to  gratify  their  mailer's  vanity  or  dicir 
own,  wore  powder ;  but  if  this  claufe  were  rejedled,  the  tax  wouW 
be  a)mo(l  nugatory  with  rcfpciSl  to  them.  If  perfons  of  fortune 
deemed  it  neccffary  to  the  fplcndor  of  equfpage  that  their  fervants 
Ihould  wear  powder,  it  was  pcrfedlly  fair  that  they  (hould  brar  tht 
expencc,  and  (hould  be  obliged  to  give  in  lifts  of  thofe  whom  they 
cbofc  to  be  fo  ornamented.  He  was  for^y  to  fee  Tim  oppofition  to  a 
tax  which  he  believed  to  be  extremely  popular ;  and  he  thought  it 
would  not  make  a  favourable  imprcffion  upon  the  public  mind  when 
they  knew  that  that  part  of  the*  bill  was  oppofed  in  the  Houfe  of 
Lord's,  which  was  {uppofed  to  attadi  more  peculiarly  upon  perfona 
ill  the  higher  fituations  of  li>fe. 

The  Earl  of  GUILDFORD  contended,  that  a  mafter  might 
be  made  anfwenbre  for  his  (crvants  wearmg  powder,  though  it  might 
be  without  his  knowledge 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  replied,  that  in  order  to  recover 
the  T^enalty  upon  the  mafler,  it  was  neccffary  to  prove  tliat  h&kncvr 
of  his  fervants  wearing  powder  without  having  a  certificate.  His 
Lordfhip  alfo  obferved,  that  if  any  alteration  were  made  in  the  bill, 
it  would  certainly  caufe  it  to  be  rcjeftcd  in  another  place,  which 
ought  to  induce  their  I-x)rd(hips  not  to  make  alterations  unlcfs  tlxv 
were  abfohitcly  neccffary. 

Lord  SYDNEY  fpokc  m  fiivourof  the  tax,  which  he  conceived 
to  be  very  popular,  and  likely  to  be  very  produdliv^  from  the  num- 
ber of  perfons  wearing  powder.  He  tliought  that  hair  powder,  a» 
being  an  artitl/s  of  luxury,  conflituteda-molV  proper  objcc^l  of  tax- 
ation, and  that  the  fum,  as  fixed  by  the  regulation,  could  not  be 
felt  oppreffively  by  any  branch  of  the  community- 

ThcEarl  of  |MOIRA«mapproved  not  only  of  the' claufe  in  queWoa 
but  of  the  bill,  as  it  tended  to  create  invidious  diftine^ions,  which  he 
concei\xd  very  improper  an  ihcprcfent  ftate  of  foeiety.  The  noble 
Lord  who  fpoke  lall  approved  of  the  tax  bccaufe  powder  was  v^ry 
generally  ufcd-     Upon  the  iame  principle,  the  noble  Lord  migU 


A.  1795.  DEBATES.'  427 

next  year  propofe  a  tax  upon  breeches,  which  muHt  prove  a  very 
productive  tax,  as  they  were  in  fuch  genera l^ufe. 

Loni  HARDWICKE  and  Lord  AUCKLAND  each  faid  a  few 
vrords ;  after  which'  the  Houfe  divided, 

'For  the  claufe  1 1  ;  Againft  it  6.     Majority  5. 

The  bill  then  went  through  the  Committee,  and  was  reported. 

Lord  MULGRAVE  faid,  he  thought  the  exemptions  in  the  bill 
txtremely  proper ;  but  there  was  a  body  of  men,  whcfc  fituation 
claimed  equal  indulgence ;  he  tneant  half-pay  officers.  Having 
fpokcn  with  much  feeling  and  ability  upon  the  hard(hips  which  that 
defcrving  body  of  men  laboured  under,  his  Lordfhip  gave  notice, 
that  he  lliould,  on  the  third  reading  of  the  bill,  propofe  a  claufe  t6 
exempt  half- pay  officers  from  the  tax. 

.  The  Eari  of  MO  IRA  expreflcd  his  approbation  of  the  propofition 
of  the^ndble  Ldrd;  He  thought  that  half-pay  officers  (hould  be  ex- 
empted upon  the  fame  principle  as  clergymen  with  fmall  benefices t 
the  fum  allowed  for  their  fupport;  was  fcarcely  fufficlcnt  for  the  com- 
mon purpofes  of  iubfiftencc,  -even  in  the  moft  obfcure  quarters  of 
the  countr^^ 

THie  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time  to-morrow^  and  the 
Lords  to  be  fummoned. 

Friday^   24//;  Jpn'L 

i 

Earl  FITZWILLIAM  rofe,  and  faid,  before  iSicir  Lordfhipif 
proceeded  to  the  order  of  the  day,  he  would  beg  leave  to  Tcqucft' 
tlicir  attention  to  a  few  words  he  >\i(hcd  to  fubiiiit  to  their  Lord- 
ftips'  confideration,  .rcfpcdling  fome  circuiTJ?l:inci.s  in  \vl;ioh  he  fcic 
himfclf  peculiarly  intcrcfted.  He  had  lately  had  the  honour  to  till 
the  highcft  ftation  which  a  fubjc6l  could  potfcfs,  in  a  neighbouring 
kingdom,  no  Icfs  than  the  reprefcntativc  of  His  •Miijcfty. — In  a 
very  fly>rt  fpacc  of  time  after  his  being  appointed  to  thi\t  h'gh  and' 
Important  office,  in  the  middle  •t)f  the  mofVcritical  fcfiion  of  Parlia- 
ment that  perhaps  was  ever  known  in  that  country,  he  had  been  rc- 
<ralled  from  his  ftation,  and  another  perfon  apjx>inte(i  tofuccccd  hijn. 
The  fact  irfclf,  he  faid,  of  his  being  tbus  fuddi  nly  recalled  from 
the  <jt)vcrnment  of  that  country,  at  fuch  n  period,  conveyed,  upon 
the  f.icc  of  it,  a  chaise  of  great  blame  ;  nny,  he  thought  groat  cri- 
minality alfo.  Tins  was  not  only  tiis  individual  opinivin,  but  was 
tl)e  opinion  of  the  Public,  in<lecd  of  every  man  in  Ixnh  kiiv'doms. 
Bat  this  was  not  all ;  it  had  been  aflertcd  in  that  Houfe,  and  not' 
only  in  that,  but  i'l  the  other  Houfe  of  Parliament  alfo  by  His  Ma^' 
jcfly's  MiniOcrs,  tliat  whatever  might  be  the  confcqucnccs  of  what 
had  paifcd  in  Ireland,  no  degree  of  blame  whatever  could  poflTibly^ 
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attach  to  His  Mftjdly*s  fervants  oh  this  (ide  of  the  water.  This  was 
certainly  implying  that  all  the  blame,  to  whatever  extent  it  might 
go^  reiled  entirely  widi  him.  Standing  then  as  he  did  in  fo  pecu- 
liar a  predicament,  it  muft  appear  clear  to  their  Lord(hips,  that  an 
inveftigation  into  his  conduft  during  the  whole  of  this  important  bu- 
linefs,  muft  not  only  he  extremely  defirallc  to  his  feelings,  but  was 
in  itfelf  of  fuch  immenfc  magnitude,  from  the  very  intcrefting  con- 
fequences  which  might  fellow  from  it,  th'tt  it  demanded  fixnn  the 
juftice  and  dignity  of  that  Houfe,  as  guardians  of  die  public  good^ 
that  the  minuteft  inquiry  (hould  take  place,  in  order  to  fix  where 
the  blame  or  criminality  really  lay,  and  who  were  the  perfons  that 
advifed  Hh  Majcll)'  to  adopt  fuch  a  meafurc  as  that  alluded  to,  in 
the  peculiar  circumftances  the  country  over  vliich  he  prc:(idcd  was 
then  known  to  be  placed.  Great  blame,  an  i  great  criminality,  it 
was.ailowed  on  all  hands,  cxit^cd  feme  where,  in  regard  to  this  trsmf- 
aclion.  It  had  plcafed  His  Majcfty's  Mitiiflers,  duri;ighis  abfcnoc, 
by  their  public  declarations,  to  throw  all  the  blame  from  their  own 
ihoulders,  and  to  endeavour,  by  fo  doing,  to  fix  the  load  on  his. 
He  was  happy  in  being  now  prcfent,  to  declare  10  their  Lord(hips« 
that  he  felt  well  affurcd  he  could,  whenever  an  opportunity  was  given 
to  him,  entirely  exculpne  himfclf  from  every  Ihadow  of  blame  which 
had  been  imputed  to  him  ;  and  to  court  this  opportunity  as  fpcedily 
as  poiTiblc  was  the  firil  vvifh  of  his  heart,  and  the  only  reafon  for  tak- 
ing up  the  attention  of  tiieir  Lordfliips  at  that  moment.  As  Mini* 
ftcrs  had  thought  proper  in  his  abfence  to  impute  blame  to  hirn  for 
his  condu<5t  during  his  (hort  fiay  in  a  neighbouring  kingdom,  he 
hoped  they  would,  now  that  he  was  prcfent,  and  able  to  defend 
himfelf,  do  him  the  juftice  to  bting  forw;«rd  the  charges  which  they 
had  to  make  agiinft  him,  by  an  immediate  inveftigation  of  his  con- 
duct ;  and  he  truftcd  fo  tar  to  tl;cir  candour,  that  he  would  leave  it 
them  to  fi'C  the  day,  which  he  hoped  woulc^  be  as  early  a  one  as  pof- 
fible,  when  they  would  enter  upon  that  inveftigation. 
.  Lord  GRENVILLE  faid,  that  he  fislt  the  greatcft  uncafincfs, 
and  the  deepeft  concern  at  hearing  the  noble  Lord  exprefs  himfelf 
in  the  manner  and  in  the  tcrms.he  had  done,  in  feeking  the  invcf- 
ligation  which  he  had  requcftai  mi^ht  be  made  into  his  condudt,  and 
into  the  caufe  of  his  removal  from  tlie  high  ftation  he  lately  pofleiTed. 
For  his  own  part,  it  did  not  ftrikc  him  that  the  mere  faft  of  a  no- 
bleman being  removed  from  being  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
conveyed  in  itfelf,  either  QiTC&ly  or  by  implicatiorii  any  certain 
degree  of  blame  cither  on  the  perfon  ft>  recalled,  or  on  thofc  who 
^vifed  His  NJajefty  to  the  meafure.  As  to  what  Miniftefs  had  faid 
on  the  fijbjedi  of  blsifne  in  that  Houfci  fot  he  certainly  Iln>uki  not 
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tAc  iqpon  him  to  allude  to  ai^  thing  that  had  paiTed  In  the  other, 
he  could  only  fay,  that  vrhen  blame  bad  been  imputed  to  them  by 
otherSf  they  had  only  endeavoured  fo  to  exprefs  themfelves,  as  to 
repel  the  charge  fo  far  as  it  related  to  them.  They  made  no  charge 
erf  blame  againft  the  noble  Lord,  and  therefore  he  faw  no^rcafon 
why  they  (hould  thus  be  called  upon  to  name  a  day  for  any  invcfti- 
gation  to  take  place  upon  the  bufinefs.  He  faw  no  neceflity  for  fuch 
inveftigatlon  \  but  if  the  noble  Lord  (hould  unfortunately  perfift  in 
calling  for  fuch  a  meafure,  it  was  in  the  power  of  the  noble  Lord 
to  bring  the  matter  forward,  and  to  name  the  dav  himfelf. 

Earl  FITZWILLIAM  faid,  that  the  noble  Lord  aftonifhed 
him,  by  conveying  an  idea  that  no  inve^i^aiion  of  this  bufinefs  was 
nceelfaiy*  It  was  furprixing  that  any  noble  Lord  (hould  confidcr  it 
as  a  matter  of  indifference,  whether  an  inquiry  {Iiould  take  place 
into  the  af&ir  he  had  alluded  to,  when  it  was  well  known  that  ft 
took  place  in  the  midft  of  the  mdft  fcrious,  arduous,  and  critical- 
irflion  that  was,  perhaps,  ever  known  in  Parliament,  when  every 
point  that  related  to  the  e(tabli(hment  of  order  and  tranquillity  was 
to  be  confidered.  When,  in  that  ^tuation  of  things,  a  Viceroy 
was  appointed,  and  fuddenly  removed,  Minifters  muft  have  had  fome 
great  eauie  for  what  they  did.  They  could  not,  for  a  trivial  rcafon, 
have  removed  him  ;  nor  could  they  now  refafc  to  aflRgn  their  reafons. 
Could  they  make  themfelves  believe,  or  did  they  think  they  would 
be  able  to  make  the  Public  believe,  that  it  was  a  matter  of  (light 
importance  ?  If  it  was  not  a  matter  of  (light  importance,  it  ought 
to  be  inveftigated.  Minifters  had  laid  a  charge  ag^inft  him,  as  the 
Governor  of  Ireland,  by  the  manner  in  which  they  had  recalled  bins 
This  they  furely  could  not  have  done,  without  being  ready  to  lay 
the  moft  heavy  charges  agatnft  him,  and  being  able  to  impute  to, 
and  to  fix  upon,  him,  the  greate(^  of  all  poiTible  blame.  He  was 
fure  tlyeir  Lordthips  would  fee  the  matter  in  that  light.  Knowing 
that  he  had  been  charged  here  with  having  committed  crimes  that 
'went  to  the  overthrow  of  all  government  in  Ireland  ;  knowing  that 
Mini(ter?  had,  as  it  were,  filed  a  bill  of  indictment  ag-inft  him 
upon  that  charge  ;  knowing  he  had  a  right  to  call' on  Minifters  to 
make  good  that  charge,  knowing  that  Minifters  ought  to  explain 
themfelves  to  that  Houfe  and  to  the  Public  at  large  ;  he  now  re- 
queftcd  that  a  day  aiiglitbc  appointed  for  thefe  purpofcs,  and  hedc- 
fircd  that  Mir»iftc?s  would  not  (lirink  from  the  invcftigition,  but 
come  forward  in  a  manly  manner,  and  name  a  day  for  the  dif- 
cuijon. 

Tlie  Earl  of  MOIRA  admitted  that  in  ordinary  cafes  Minifters 
were  i:)ot  b%;und  to  come  forward  to  afHgn  rsafons  for  the  ^ifpilfion 
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of  anv  (meet  utukr  th«  Crowm  -.  But  this  could  not  be  confidered 

as  a  fimple  fadl  of  recall.  It  was  conneSed  ivith  charges  fo  exten- 
.five  ;  it  implied  charges  of  fuch.  high  importance,  that  it  could  not 
be  difpofcd  of  by  common  forms.  It  would  not  be  proper  fur  Mm 
.to  tntcr  at  Idrge  into  the  fubjeft  now,  in  the  abfence  of  fo  ma^ 
Members  of  that  Houfe,  and  without  notice ;  but  he  would  fay  that 
Ireland  was  in  a  fituation  that  made  it  indifpcnfably  rcquifitc  that  an 
invcflifnition  (hould  be  had.  He  did  not  know  where  the  blame  iav. 
If  upon  tlic  noble  Eurl,  let  it  attach  to  him.  If  not  upon  him»  it 
muft  be  to  thofe  who  had  advifed  his  rccsll  when  he  had  the  general 
applaufe  of  the  Public  for  his  condud  ;  but  Jie  muft  aflert  h  to  be 
xl\c  public  duty  of  that  Houfe  tq  bring  this  bufinefs  to  a  fair  invcffi- 
gation,  in  whatever  form  their  Lordfliips  might  think  fit  to  fliapc  it. 
If  Miniftcrs  had  nothing  to  alledge  againft  the  noble  Earl,  he  would 
reap  the  advantage  ;  if  they  had  juft  ca ufe  for  what  they  did,  'they 
.vould  uand  juftificd  to  the  Public.^  bu^  in  either  event,  a  day 
Hvjuld  be  appointed  for  the  inveftigation  of  the  fubjedt. 

The  Duke  of  NORFOLK  faid  it  was  not  for  their  Lordfliipi 
to  confidcx,  at  prefent,  whether  the  blame  was  to  attach  to  the  noble 
Earl,  or  to  Miniftcrs,  but  it  was  their  duty  to  fatisfy  thcnifelvcs, 
and  to  fatisfy  the  public  mind,  (which  had  been  much  agitated  upon 
thispfubjcdl),  how  in  reality  the  fa^B  ftood.  Above  all,  the  public 
mind  ftould  be  made  eafy,  for  great  alarm  had  gone  abroad  upon 
this  matter.  He  cxpc;3cd  that  Miniftcrs  would  have  come  forward 
of  their  own  accord,  and  have  explained  the  bufinqfs  in  a  manly 
maimer.  The  noble  Earl  had  been  fuddenlv  and  critically  recalled 
from  an  imporiimt  ftation.  If  he  had  done  any  thing  that  was  im- 
proper, jMinifters  ftiould  have  fpecificd  the  acl,  and  ilirow  n  tiic  blame 
r4X)n  him,  or  upon  his  advifers,  and  named  a  day  for  the  difcuffion 
<jf  the  matter.  Inftead  of  this,  dicv  contented  themfclvcs  with 
laying  that  the  noble  Earl  Ihould  name  the  day  of  difruftion,  if  he 
had  any  thing  to  allcdgc  ij[)on  the  fubjed.  Now,  his  Grace  faid, 
he  was  of  ojJnion  it  became  the  dignity  of  that  Houfe  to  name  ths 
day  for  the  difculTion  of  the  fubjedt.  He  therefore  g-'ive  notice  that 
he  would  bring  the  fubject  forward  in  that  Houfe  on  T^ur-(day  next  ; 
probably  his  motion  would  be  for  a  Committee  of  Int^uiry  into  tb»« 
whole  tranfaCilon  ;  ho  then  moved  that  their  Lordfhips  be  fummoncd 
fi)r  that  day. — Ordered. 

Two  letters  were  publiflicd,  addrcfl'cd  by  Earl  Fit7.wiHiam  to  the 
Earl  of  Carlifle,  explanatory  of  the  tranfaciion  alluiicd  to  in  tlic 
aK)ve  d'.bate.  As  thev  are  iniimatclv  conncQed  virh  the  difciiffun 
Wiiich  aftcnvards  tcx)k  place,  and  form  an  important  katurc  of  the 
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political  hiftoi  jr  of  the  times,  we  prcfcnt  the  foll<^ing  copies  to  our 
readers,  which  are  more  correft  than  any  that  have  yet  been  givea 
to  the  Public. 

LETTER  from  Earl  FTTZWILLIAM,  recently  retired  from 
the  Government  of  Ireland,  to  the  Earl  of  CARLISLE;  ex- 
plaining the  caufes  of  that  event. 

My  dear  Carlisle, 

I  thank  you  for  your  letter,  and  for  the  motivei  tbtt  induced  you  to» 
m-rjte  it ;  I  know  ihc  warmth  and  truth  of  your  friendfliip  for  rac  ;  and 
feel  the  ilncer.ity  of  it,  when  you  apprife  me  of  all  the  calumnies,  all  the 
afpcrdons,  all  the  fa  lie  char|]:es  and  inHnuations  that  are  levelled  ac^nind 
wny  devoted  head  ;  but,  ilanding  as  I  find  I  do,  (ingle,  naked,  ^and  un- 
fupported,  I  tremble  not :— *!  am  not  difmayed,  I  feel  the  inward  confci- 
oulnefs  that,  againll  whatever  part  of  my  condu6^,  whether  as  to  mea* 
lures  or  arrangements,  the  attack  is  principally  to  be  levelled,  I  am  ahl© 
ta  defend  its  julVrce,  wiWom,  and  propriety.  As  yet,  my  dear  Carliflc, 
but  one  fide  of  the  f^ucftimi'has  been  heard  : — It  has  been  heard  only 
throueh  the  mediuni  of  inlinuations  and  fulpictons : — through  that  of 
calumny  and  afperfion  ^  under  the  mafk  of  pretended  regret,  and  of 
friendly  concern  tor  mc  jind  my  chara<^er.  Perhaps  you  yourfelf  may 
have  received  your  information,  and  taken  your  opinions  trom  the  very 
pcrfons  who  have  grof^ly  betrayed,  and  unfeelingly  abandoned  mc ; 
whofc  counfcls,  maxims,  and  meafurcs,  I  have  been  purfuing  ;  and  for 
having  purfucd,  I  am  now  given  up  to  every  fort  of  obloquy,  and  e\.cry 
citicnt  of  difgracc. 

You  tell  me,  you  have  heard  of  the  lift  of  my  difmrHaU  with  furprifa 
and  difmay.  Ilong  to  know  what diimilTals  they  are,  that  have  produced 
tUi^  wonderful  cft'ech 

I  removed  two  clerks  from  office,  placed  in  fituations  that  required  a 
certain  degree  of  confidence,  but  perfectly  fubordinatc,  and  of  no  oiK\'i- 
iibility :  it  might  be  iulficicnt  fjr  mc  to  fay,  that  neither  I  nor  my  chief 
Secretary,  with  whom  they  were  in  hourly  intercourfc,  felt  inclined  to 
give  them  that  confidence  j  or  to  fu4icr  the  bulinefs  of  their  rcfpcdivc 
ofHccB  to  be  conducted  on  the  fyilcm  which  we  found  had  been  lately 
introduced  there* 

In  your  days  they  were  clerks,  in  mine  I  found  them  miniflcrs.  Other 
governments  might  have  been  managed  upon  fuch  a  fyrtcm  ;  nnnc  coukl 
not.  One  of  my  obj(^(fls,  and  rhar  a  piincipal  one,  was  ro  brinj^  hack 
^Conleqiicnce  and  dignity  to  Eniillfli  government,  and  refrorc  ih-;  calcic 
Its  pfop.T  ininiftersj — to  ha^e^  In  every  fubordinatc  o!rce,  penur';  oon- 
rcnt  to  manage  it  as  Inch  ;  asul  to  fl'.e.v  that  the  i;ovcrnmcr%  as  '.veil  i:i 
its  patronage,  as  in  all  its  various  olhcia)  details,  was  in  no  other  hanJs 
but  mine  and  Lord  rdilton's.  Whether  I  left  thcfe  perfon*  the  pensanU 
ink  of  their  office,  with  their  ufual  falaries,  or  removing  them,  made 
coiDpcnfation  ndeqcatc  to  their  fervices  and  prctenfions,  can  never  ap- 
pear to  mc  matter  of  fuch  magnitu<3e,  as  to  fprcad  difmay  throu«;h  the  . 
Britifli  Cabinet.  In  this  light  it  is  really  too  ridiculous. — But  to  t  ike 
care  of  them  was  an  a«51  not  only  of  propriety,  but  of  jullice.  The 
th.mks  of  one  of  thi'in  conveyed  in  tvriring,  and  e^*prcf:.d  in  prrfonul 
conicreDCc  with  myfclf,  within  tlicfc  two  days,  juiiiK-  my  intcniioii  eg 
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him.  Mr.  Cooke  mdccd,  wbofe  tone  and  fiyle  rendered  his  appmacH 
to  a  fupcrior  not  to  be  fupportcd,  rcje^s  my  propofals  in  his  favour,  and 
thinks  a  retreat  upon  12C0I.  a  year  an  inadcqaatc  recompcncc  for  the 
magnitude  and  importance  of  his  fcrviccs.  | 

I  made  propofals  to  the  BriciHi  Minider  for  the  removal  of  the  Attorney 
and  Solicitor  Generals  :  are  thefe  puioofals,  and  with  the  terms  and  ili- 
piilations  on  which  I  fuggeflf  d  tht*  acioption  of  them,  among  the  caufcs 
that  has  Ipread  this  confternarion  ?  Mr.  Pitt  and  the  Duke  of  Portland 
know  perfectly  well,  that  the  men  whom  I  found  polTefled  of  ihcfc  mini- 
llcrial  offices,  were  not  the  men  in  whom  I  meant  to  confide,  in  the  ar- 
duous mcafures  I  had  to  undertiikc.  Was  I  (hen  to  have  two  fctsof-mcn, 
one  pollcfling  con6dencc  without  office,  the  other  office  without  confi- 
dence ?  The  abfurdity  mufl  flrike  you  and  every  body  ;  and  the  delay  of 
perfecting  in  England,  the  arrangements  I  propofed,  in  order  to  avoid 
the  abfurdity,  expofed  Lord  Milton  to  a  fituation  perfe^Iy  awkward, 
and  which  mio^ht  have  hecn  hii^hly  embarrafling.  But  I  can  take  my 
ground  on  the  £d  itfclF,  independent  of  every  other  confideration :  with-* 
out  meaning  to  depreciate  the  character  of  thofc  gentlemen  ftill  in  tfaofc 
offices,  with  refpeit  to  their  profcilional  merits,  mdifj^utably  they  were 
not  men  of  parliamentary  abilities:  and  you  know  it  is  principaflvupoo 
the  perfons  in  thofe  offices  that  Government  relies  both  for  the  defence 
and  the  difplay  of  their  meafurcs.  I  had  a  righr,  therefore,  to  look  for 
parliamentary  abilities  in  the  perfons  who  filled  thofc  offices^  and  w«rc  iff 
fit  upon  the  Treaiury  Bench  ;  in  them  I  did  not  find  that  qualification; 
in  Mr,  Ponfonby  I  found  it  in  an  eminent  degree,  his  appointment  the 
Duke  of  Portland  at  all  times  confidered  ts  a  thinEr  to  he  done:  it  wai 
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the  fituation  he  always  defigncd  him,  as  that  for  which  he  was  moft  pc- 
tuliarly  qualified,  as  well  by  his  profeffional  knowledge  and  talents,  11 
by  his  parliamentary  eloquence,  and  it  was  the  only  one  in  which  he 
could  fervc  me  confidcntialiy,  and  oftenfibly:  that  he  fhouM  dofo  wai 
•4%  much  the  Duke  of  Portland's  rrcommcndation,  ar  5t  was  my  deHre* 
If  it  had  not  been  fo,  why  did  the  Duke  of  Portland  defire  mt  to  feed 
lor  him  to  England,  to  qonfult  upon  the  arrangement  and  plan  of  my 
Government?  why  did  Mr.  Pitt  admit  him  to  confultations  upon  out 
arrangements  to  mcafures?  The  only  obje<51ions  that  I  ever  remembered 
Mr.  Pitt  to  have  fuggeflcd,  was,  that  he  wiflied  him  firft  to  be  Solicitor 
Gcncial,  in  order  that  he  might  not  jump  at  once  into  the  elevated  fta- 
tion  of  Attorney  General,  but  rife  by  a  rcgulaf  gnidaritm  ;  but  I  never 
once  concurred  in  this  objcf^ion,  bccaufc  I  kncvv  Mr,  Ponibnby  had  al- 
ways fairly  ibtcd,  both  to  the  Duke  of  Portland  and  to  me,  that  he  had 
another  perfon  in  view  for  Solicitor  General,  to  whom  he  and  all  his  po- 
litical councdions  were  under  an  abfolurc  cngsgcmcnt — the  only  one  to 
which  they  were  pledged.  The  great  queftion  then  wa$,  to  make  an  eifr 
and  honourable  retreat  for  the  perfon  who  aduallv  pofTeircd  the  office  cf 
Attorney  General,  that  retreat  was  fccurcd  to  bun  in  the  full  meaning 
and  intent  of  thefe  exptclTions ;  un'efs  it  can  be  faid,  that  a  revcrCoa 
for  himfflf  and  his  fon  of  2300I.  per  annum,  (and  that  daily  augmcnt- 
i'*§)  a  »>ecrage  for  his  family,  and  an  aflurance  on  my  part,  that  although 
removed  from  the  inimcdlaic  pretenfions  of  his  office,  he  flill  remained 
the  perfon  in  my  conrcmplaiion  to  fill  the  firft  vacancy  of  a  ChiePs  feat 
on  the  Bench,  was  not  an  eafy  and  honourable  retreat,  *•  but  a  punifli* 
•*  me.:t  lor  lins  not  cum  muted  againft  my  adminillration." 

With  rcfped  to  the  Solicitor  General :  confidering  hi»  pretenfions,  I 
conceive^    that,    lud  my  propofals  been  carried  into  effect,    1  (houli 
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biye  done  eqaally  well  hy  him.  The  vrorld  think  {o^  and  judging  from 
his  manner  towards  Lord  Milton  and  me,  I  have  every  reafpn  to  believe 
that  he  joins  in  the  common  opinion. 

And  now  for  the  grand  quedion  about  Mr.  Bcresford.  In  a  letter 
of  mine  to  Mr.  Pitt  on  this  fubjed^^  I  reminded  him  of  a  converfation» 
in  which  I  had  exprelTed  to  him  (in  anfwcr  to  the  queftion  put  to  him 
by  mc)  ray  appreheniions,  that  it  wouTd  be  ncctfiary  to  remove  that 
gentleman,  and  that  he  did  not  offer  the  flightefl  objc^ion,  or  fay  a 
iingle  word  in  favour  of  Mr,  Bercsford.  This  alone  would  have  made 
mc  fuppofe,  that  I  fhould  be  exempt  from  every  imputation  of  breach  of 
agreement,  if  I  determined  to  remove  him  ;  but  when,  on  my  arrival 
here,  I  found  all  thofe  apprchenfions  of  his  dangerous  power,  which 
Mr.  Pitt  admits  I  had  often  rcprefented  to  him,  were  fully  juftificd; 
when  he  was  filling  a  fituation  greater  than  that  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
and  when  I  clearly  faw,  that  if  I  had  conne6ted  myfclf  with  him,  it 
would  have  been  connc^ing  myfclf  with  a  pcrfon  umier  univerfal  heavy 
fufpicions,  and  fubje£ling  my  government  to  all  the  o))probrium  and  un- 
popularity attendant  upon  his  mnl-adminiflration.  What  was  then  to  be 
my  choice — what  the  decilion  I  had  ro  form  ?  1  could  not  helitatc  a  mo- 
ment: — I  decided  at  once,  not  to  cloud  the  dawn  of  my  adminiilration, 
by  leaving  in  fuch  power  and  authority,  fo  much  imputed  mnlvcrfation  : 
but  in  doing  this,  I  determined,  while  I  meant  to  curtail  him  of  his 
poweri  and  to  fliew  to  the  nauon  that  he  did  not  belong  to  my  admini- 
ftratioQ,  to  let  him  remain  in  point  of  income,  as  well,  to  the  full,  as 
he  had  ever  been :  I  did  not  touch,  and  he  knew  I  had  determined  not 
to  touch,  a  hair  of  the  head  of  iny  one  of  his  family  or  friends ;  and 
they  are  ftill  left  in  the  full  enjoyment  of  more  emolument  than  ever  was 
accumulated  in  any  country  upon  any  one  family.  To  the  odium  of  do- 
ing fo  I  fubmitted,  rather  than  incur  the  rifque  of  difpleadng  my  col- 
leagues, by  infringing  the  emolument  of  a  pcrfon  profcffing  great  attach-" 
ment  to  them ;  though  indeed,  at  the  fame  time,  I  had  no  flight  ground 
of  doubting  the  fincerity  of  thofe  profeffions.  This,  then,  is  the  lift  of 
my  difmiffions ;  by  thefe  I  have  punifhed  fins  not  committed  againft  me ; 
and  by  thefe  I  have  drawn  down  upon  my  head  the  cenfure  of  my  Sove- 
reign, even  at  the  rifque  of  the  peace  of  thii  kingdom,  and  have  deferved 
to  be  abandoned  hy  thofe,  in  whom  I  mod  truftcd,  and  to  wbofe  fupport 
I  had  every  right  that  the  gioft  fincere  affedtion,  the  moft  implici;  confi- 
dence, unbounded  reliance,  and  invariable  attachment  could  give,  to 
deipcnd  on.  But  one  more  fliort  word  on  this  part  of  the  fubje£t — the 
diuniffals.  When  were  thofe  difmifTals  made,  and  when  announced  to 
the  Brftifh  Cabinet  ? — Before  the  meeting-  of  Parliament.  When  did 
their  criminality,  and  the  enormity  ot"  their  offence^  firfl  commence? 
—It  was  when,  under  the  credit  of^my  ad  mini  ft  ration,  perhaps  derived 
from  thofe  very  caufes,  the  Piirliament  had  fubmitted  to  unparalleled 
burdens,  not  folely  for  the  purpofe  of  providing  for  the  internal  .fecurity 
of  this  kingdom,  by  the  moft  ample  and  formidable  military  eftablifti- 
ments,  but  likewife  by  lending  its  afliftance  to  the  empire  at  large,  in 
the  hour  of  its  greateft  diftrefs,  by  aids  great  and  munificent  beyond  all 
example  J  then  commenced  the  breach  of  all  faith  and  agreement  on  my 
part;— -then,  and  not  till  then,  did  thefe  difmifTals  afTume  the  chara£tcr 
of  "  heinous  unpardonable  criminality  ;*' — then  didmy  adminiftration 
hccomc  mifchievous  and  ruinous  to  this  kingdom,  dangerous  to  His  Ma- 
jcftv's  fcrvice,  and  fujrvcrfivc  of  the  fupremacy  of  Englifli  government 
in  Ireland.  .     /        . 
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Beit  it  appeav  that  not  only  my  arrangQineats,  but  my  m^aret  alio, 
have  created  the  mod-  univerfal  furpri^  and  difmay,  *^  Perfons,  it 
feemSf  the  mod  conncfled  with  me,  have  precipitately  opened  meafurcs, 
which  cannot  be  contemplated  without  terror;  aad'alltbis  I  havctjcr- 
mitted  to  be  done,  •*  before  I  had  time  to  judge  with  my  own  under* 
(binding."  Am  I»  then,  that  light,  weak,  and  eafy  man,  that  in  mat- 
ters of  the  highcft  ijpport  to  the  icrvice  with  which  I  have  been  entruft- 
ed,  I  ihould  have  abandoned  my  judgement,  and  committed  my  decifiona 
to  others,  ivithout  con  fu Icing,  my  .own  underfbnuing  ?  If  to,  it  were 
much  to  be  wi(lied  that  the  difcoveiy  had  been  made  oefore  laft  July  ;— 
before  I  had  been  compelled  by  incelTant  folicications,  and  the  mod  ur- 
gent im|iortuniti,ee,  to  undeitake  the  arduous  taik  for  which  I  and  mine 
liave  relinquiflied  all  our  comforts.  Egregioufly  mufl  you  have  been 
miflcd,  my  dear  Cnrliile,  if  fuch  has  been  the  light  in  which  my  pro- 
ceedings on  the  Catholic  que{lion  .have  been  reprefented  to  you  ;  my 
'  correfpondence  with  the  Secretary  of  State  for  this  department  vvillgive 
you  very  diflcrcut  impreilions  ;  and,  as  my  friend.  Idclire  you  will  ap- 
ply to  fee  it.  1  will  not  enter  with  you  into  the  policy  of  this  great  quef- 
don,  as  1  have  referred  yor.  to  a  correfpondence,  where,  I  truft,  you 
will  Itrid  the  reafous  on  which  I  grounded  the  meafu res  which  I  propofed 
Co  be  adopted  in  the  progrefs  of  it.  The  chief  caufe  of  di(content  with 
me  on  this  head,  you  reprefcnt  to  be— the  precipitancy  with  which  thofe 
fueafurcs  were  opened;  and  to  that  I  fhali  confine  myfelf  in  anfwer  to 
It. 

You  willtecolle<5t,  that  the  meafure  of  emancipation  to  the  Catholics 
was  originally  the  meafure  of  Mr.  Pitt,  and  the  Weftmoreland  Admini- 
fi ration.  The  moA  (Irenuous  and  zealous  friends  of  my  predeceilbr 
claimed  the  credit  of  it  for  their  patron,  in  teems  of  the  highefb  compli- 
ment. They  did  it  in  th?  Huiife  of  Commons ;  they  did  it  in  the  Houfe 
©f  Lords  laft  ni;;ht.  The  perfons  whom  Lord  Weftmoreland  theo  prin- 
cipally confiilted,  oppofcd  it ;  but  the  open  interference  of  Lord  Hc^rt, 
and  the  avowed  determination  of  the  Britifti  Cabinet,  communicated  as 
tvell  to  the  Catholic  agents  on  the  fpot,  as  through  the  medium  of  con- 
fidential perfons  fent  over  to  England  for  that  purpofe,  bore  down  their 
oppofition.  The  declarations  both  of  ]V}r.  Pitt  and  Mr.  Dundas  on  the 
occafion,  are  well  known  in  this  country,  and  are  often  quoted  : — ^^They 
Would  not  rifquc  a  rebcHiun  in  Irelancf  on  fuch  a  qucftion.'*  But  what 
they  would  not  rifquc  under  Lord  Wcftntoreland's  adminiftratioi^  they 
arc  not  atraid  to  rifquc  under  mine,  when  the  jealoufy  ai^d  alarm,  which 
certainly  at  the  iirft  period  pervaded  the  minds  of  the  Proteftant  body, 
exlil  no  longer  ;  when  not  one  Proteftant  corporation^  fcarcely  an  indi- 
vidual, has  come  forward  to  deprecate  and  oppofe  theMndulgence  claim- 
ed by  the  higher  orders  qt  Catholics ;  when  evea  fome  of  rhofe  who  were 
moll  alarmed  in  1795,  and  were  then  the  moft  violent  cppofcrs,  declare 
the  inJuIgenct-s  now  afkud,  to  be  only  the  necelfary  confequcnces  of  thofe 
granted  at  tliac  timc|  and  podtively  elTential  to  fecure  the  well  being  of 
the  two  countries. 

But  aftei*  all,  why  did  not  Mr.  Pitt  warn  roe  of  thof^  horrid  confc- 
ijuenccs,  previous  to  mv  departure  for  Ireland,  if  he  really  felt  them? 
>Vhy  was  the  fubjcct  left  open  for  my  judgcpitint  and  difcretion  ?  It  ivas 
becaufe  he  himfclf  approved  die  principle,  and  he  knew  that  I  would  not 

have  undertaken  the  mlfiion,  unlcfs  I  had  been  left  fo  unreftrained 

How  then  ftands  the  qudlion  ?     Doubtlefs,  if  I  had  npf  found,  on  my 
ari^val,  that  ihC'  fubjcci  wa»  in  actual  agitation,,  and  that  there  wa»a  ccr- 
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ta?nty  of  its  being  broyglit  immedktely  forward  before  Parliafncnt,  1 
iliould  not  at  thU  critical  moment  have  ftirred  it.  There  was  a  poffibility 
that  it  might  provoke  fome  Proteflant  difcontent,  and  thiis  I  conceived 
to  be  a  circumftancc  that  ought  moft  caiirioufly  to  be  avoicfed,  provided 
the  conliderations,  that  had  been  difcufled  between  my  colleagues  and 
me  in  England,  did  not  appear  to  me  to  outweigh  it. 

The  points  then  to  be  contidered  arethefe — It*  the  general principU  di 
conceding  to  the  Catholics  was  only  taken  up  by  me  on  my  arrival  here, 
wichout  previous  agreement  on  the  part  of  the  Britifh  Miniflers,  and 
without  my  having  reafon  to  expe<St  their  fubfenuent  concurrence— if  th^ 
only  point  referved  for  confideration  was,  the  time  and  manner  of  bring*- 
ing  forward  the  meaiVire,  and  if  it  was  not  implicitly  left  to  my  difcre- 
tion  to  judge  of  that  manner  and  time — if  I  did  not  take  every  propel: 
precaution  to  cxcrcifc  that  difcretion,  and  to  obtain  information  by  every 
means  within  my  reach — if  I  yielded  to  the  neceffity  of  giving  way  to 
the  meafurc,  before  I  had  thoroughly  examined  the  praiilicability  and 
policy'of  putting  it  off — — If  thefc  things  are  fo,  then  i  (land  convi6lcd  ; 
then  I  mu  A  be  content  to  have  laid  at  my  door  the  ferment  and  di(lra61ion 
which  refinance  to  the  Catholic  pretentions,  and  my  recall  from  the  Go- 
vernment, have  raifed.    But  if  the  converfe  of  this  be  true,  then  th« 
vcrdi6l  mull  be  given  in  my  favour ;  and  to  the  events  that  may  hereaf- 
ter confirm  that  verdi^V,  I  too  look  forward  with  as  much  terror  and  dis- 
may as  you  or  any  perlbn  whatever ; — perhaps  with  more,  bccaufe  I  am 
at  hand  to  fee  how  great  and  imminent  the  danger  is ;— but  perhaps  it 
will  be  better  to  flate  the  tran faction.     I  arrived  here  with  the  recom- 
meodations  of  the  Britiih  Cabinet,  and  the  point  committed  by  them  to 
my  decifion,  flrongly  ImpreiTed  upon  my  mind  ;  I  had  converfations  with 
moCl  refped^able  perfons  upon  this  important  fubje^,  and  at  firft  I  enter-\ 
tamed  hopes  that  the  queuioB  might  lie  dormant  for  the  prefent  feflion,  as 
my  firfl  letters  will  evince ;  but  a  few  days  (liewed  me  that  thcfe  hopes 
would  prove  nugatory.     I  found  that  the  matter  was  already  on  foot; 
and  I  have  the  beft  grounds  for  believing  that  on  the  day  of  the  Duke  of 
Portland's  killing  hands,  it  was  determined  to  bring  it  forward  this  M" 
Hon.     All  the  old  friends  with  whom  he  had  a£^ed,  when  he  yras  here  ag 
Lord  Lteotenant,  and  whom  it  was  concluded  he  would  again  call  to  his 
councils,  on  taking  to  himfelf  the  governtncnt,  of  which  there  was  at 
that  time  a  general  expectation,  were  known,  from  their  public  declara- 
tions, and  from  their  proceedings  in  Parliament,  to  intend  a  full  and 
complete  emancipation  ;  his  own  opinions  were  univerfally  believed  to 
coincide  with  his  Iriih  friends  ;  as,  to  my  knowled<;e,  they  certainly  did* 
Immediately  meafurcs  were  therefore  taken  by  the  Catholics,  preparatory 
to  the  expected  change  of  Adminiflration  here  ;  and  by  the  time  of  my 
arrival,  the  petitions  which  have  been  fince  laid  before  the  Houfe  of  Com- 
monsy  were  in  complete  readinefs.     When   I  had  fully  fatisficd  myfelf, 
by  every  information  that  I  could  gain,  that  this  was  the  real  flate  of 
the  affair  ;  and  when  I  found  that  any  attempt  of  mind  to  fh>p  it  for  the 
prefent  would  be  ufelefs  ;  it  gave  me  great  fatisfa£tion  to  find  that  the 
bufineis  had  been  put  into  the  hands  of  my  fncnd,  Mr.  Grattan,  by  the 
<!^atholics,  as  \t  eave  me  an  opportunity  ofknowing  every  thing  that  was 
intended,  and  of  confulting  upon  it  with  the  Cabinet,  in  Lopdon,  pre- 
vious to  its  being  publicly  known*     When  once  the  Catholics  had  po- 
ii  lively  decided  to  bring  forward  this  quefiion,  even  if  I  had  noV  had  pre- 
vious confultation  with  my  colleagues  on  the  bulinefs,  under  fuch  cir- 
cumliaDces  I  ihould  have  thought  it  right  and  expedient  to  gain  credit 
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und.ih-ength  to  the  Adminill ration,  by  yielding  to  the  general  wifli ;  but 
the  fii6l  is,  that  while!  was  following  my  own  opinion j  and  inclinatioDs, 
I  was  following  their  dired ions  ;- and  I  flri^lly  complied  with  them; 
when  iindid^  that  the  general  difpolition  was  not  to  be  reiided,  I  re- 
folved  to  give  the  meafure  a  handfuiiie  and  cordial  fuppcrt  on  the  pan  of 
Government.  The  happy  .effects  of  this  determination  I  fully  experi- 
enced. You  have  been  told«  I  perceive,  that  the  bill  was  hmught  in 
^precipitately  ;  this  is  not  the  fa6t.  Leave ^o  bring  in  the  bill  has  cer- 
tainly been  moved  for  by  Mr.  Grattan  ;  but  not  a  line  of  the  bill  itfelf 
ever  produced.  There  appeared  a  riling 'impatience  among  the  Catho- 
lics after  the  delivery  of  their  petitions^  which  made  me  apprehend  that 
the  meafure  might  be  transferred  from  the  hands  of  Mr.  Grattan  tothofe 
of  another,  with  whom  I  might  have  no  conne^lion,  and  conieqaencly 
over  whom  I  could  have  no  hopes  oP control,  or  to  have  com municatioo, 
howev^er  much  I  might  wi(b  it.  There  was  no  want  of  candidates  for 
(his  honour ;  there  were  enough  greedy  to  feize  upon  it.  I  therefore 
dcfired  Mr.  Grattan  to  take  pofldlion  of  the  bufmefs,  that  I  might  be  furs 

of  my  fclf  having  control  over  the  management  of  the  bill. By  this 

means,  the  ^lan  and  extent  of  tlve  meafure  is  now  known  only  to  the 
Britifli  C<ibinet,  to  whom  I  have  fubmittcd  it ;  and  it  remains  a  pro- 
found fecret  to  every  Roman  Catholic^  and  to  every  Protefbnt,  except 
to  the  vcj-y  few  of  the  latter  defcription,  to  whom  I  have  thought  proper 
to  con6de  it.     Of  thcfe  the  Primate  was  the  firft  ;•  and  Minifters  arc  al- 
J\i  idy  pofleiTed  of  his  opinions  en  the  fubjcdt  ;  they  are  equally  in  pof. 
icliion  of  every  information  rcfpedting  men's  minds  and  tempers,  which 
I  am  able  to  give  ;  with  refpedt  to  the  merits  of  the  cafe,  abfira6ied  from 
the  local  circumstances,  furely  it  would  be  prefumption  in  me  to  didate 
to  them  ;  I  have  rcprefcnted  clearly  and  dii(in£lly  my  owo  opinions,  but 
they  are  capable  of  deciding  and  judging  for  therofelves  ;  in  the  W2jl 
have  managed,  tliey  have  an  opportunity  of  doing  it  before  the  bill  is 
introduced;  fu  that  if  they  do  not  agree  with  Mr.  Giatran's,  (in  which 
I  heartily  concur)  and  if  they  do  not  come  up  to  the  extent  claimed  and 
expected  by  the  Catholics,  they  have  had  time,  previous  to  the  introduc* 
tion  of  the  bill,  tofuggeflany  expedients,  modifications,  or  liroitatioos, 
they  may  think*  proper  to  introduce  ;  thus,  by  my  management,  Go- 
vernment will  do  this  without  incurring  the  odium  of  narrowing  ah  ori- 
ginal propofition,  and  defeating  hopes  once  realized.     Thus,  then,  I 
m^de  myfelf  mailer,  as  well  of  the  time  of  bringing  the  meafure  forward, 
as  for  confulting  on  the  pomts  to  be  conceded  ;  for,  as  to  relifKog  alto* 
grther,  I  ihould  have  belied  my  own  convidHon,  and  betrayed  my  fit^- 
ation,  if  1  did  not  rep'  efent,  a^    I  have  repeatedly  done,'  that  it  would 
rot  only  defeat  every  hope  I  had  formed  for  the  general  feciirity  and  de- 
fence c'  the  country^  but  be  attended  with  a  certainty  of  the  modalarrr.- 
ing  and  fatal  confequenccs.    Of  this,  as  I  have  already  obferved  to  you, 
every  day  prefeoted  me  with  additional,  indifputable  proofs.     The  alarm 
that  has  beea  univerfally  fpread  by  the  rumour  of  the  meafures  beiogro 
be  rcfiilcd,  the  language  of  every  perfon  with  whom  I  converfe,  even 
of  the  boldeft  of  its  former  oppolcrs,  the  Kefolutions  and^Addreifes  from 
the  city,  ecchoed  already  from  the.  cities  ofCorkc,  Londonderry,  and 
the  county  of  KilJare,  and  actually  adopted  through  every  part  of  the 
kingdom  ;  the  debates  of  thefe  laft  days  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons ;  ail 
thcfe  mull  prove  to  you  that  my  reprefedtations  were  at  leaft  notbinf 
fliort  of  the  truth.     1  irufl  that  the  evil  genius  of  England  will  net  fo 
far  infatuate  its  Miniilers,  as  to  induce  them  to  wait  for  more  deciiive 
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corroborations  of  the  fihbfulnefs  and  honeily  with  which  I  warned  them 
of  the  danger  of  perfiding  in  their  fatal  change  of  opinion  on  this  mo- 
mentous quedion.     I  trudthey  will  perceive,  before  it  be  too  late,  that 
the  meafures  which  I  thought  it  my  duty  to  fugged,  are  the  only  mea* 
fures  that  can  fecure  the  good  underdanding  between  the  two  countries  | 
which,  as  you  r^.iy  obl'erve,  it  was  our  plan  to  obtain  by  the  bed  meam 
we  could;  and  without  which,  the  mon  ferious  calamities  may  arife  tn 
both  rations.     The  profpcft  of  having  this  plan  defeated  may,  and  will 
plunge  you,  and  every  wcH-wilher  to  his  country,    in  that^*  af&iAioii 
and  contternacion  in  which,"  yi>u  fay,  **  you  are  lod."     Bat  let  thofe 
be  anfwerable,  to  whofe  couniels  alone  that  misfortune  mult  be  attri* 
buted;     to  thofc  who,  though  ra(hly  and  precipitately  taking  their  opi- 
nions from  fecret,  onavowcd,  inGduous  intormations,  trnd  in  d\re^\  ^nd 
open  contempt  of  the  odiciul  communications  of  the  perlbn  intruded  by 
His  Majclty  with  the  government  of  this  kingdom,  in  the  very  midft  of 
a  crsctcal  ielfion  of  Parliament,  and  while  the  ifieafures  were  yet  pending, 
which  were  to  provide  for  the  fafety,  and,    perhaps,  for  the  very  cxiiU 
cnce  of  the  coiiiitry,  formed  thedt^iperate  i-efolution  to  change  the  whole 
of  their  fyuem,  on  a  quedion  which,  they  knew  and  admit,  would  inf* 
volvc  in  its  deciiion — that  iafecy  and  that  exidence ;  and  then,  while  tn 
fy&  the  whole  proceeding  is  to  be  traced  to  the  Minider,  who,  impoiin^ 
on  his  colleagues,  riiks  all,  rather  than  not  extend  his  protection  to  thofi 
whom  he  confidurs  as  his  exclufive  friends,  fcreen  them fr Ives  by  endea* 
vouring  to  throw  on  me  the  cenfurc  of  having   **  changed, the  decided 
*'  points  on  which  I  had  taken  my  decidon  to  embark,  and  of  having 
^^  Deen  hurried  into  the  adoption  of  meafures  here,    which  could  nut 
"  have  had  the  previous  approbation  of  Mioiders  in  England,  or  fubfc* 
"  quently  obtained  their  concurrence,"     You  have  already  feen-  how 
falfe  and  how  groundlefs  that  accuiacion  is  with  refpe^t  to  the  Catholic 
queition*    It  is  equally  fo  in  every  other  refped.     The  meafure  of  ar* 
ranging  the  Treafury  Bench,   the  bare  outline,  or  rather  the  principle^  , 
of  which  has  been  dated  in  the  Houfe,  preparatory  to  its  introdudioiig 
was  fuJly  agreed  on  between  Sir  John  Pamel  and  Mr,  Pitt.     Nochiof 
was  left  unsettled  but  the  detail,  and  this  would  have  bean  fubmitted  tm 
the  Britidi  Cabinet,  as  the  derail  of  the  Catholic  bufineis  has  been  fub- 
mitted to  them«  previous  to  its  difcudion  in  the  Houfe.     Thefe  are  the 
Only  meafures  I  have  attempted  in  Parliament,  except  the  fupplies,  and 
the  defence  of  the  country.     Are  thefe  the  meafures  on  which  I  am  to  be 
acculed  ?  Am  I  to  expedt  to  he  arraigned,  from  a  general  opinion-^thaC 
1  had  not  obtained  the  previous  concurrence  of  Miniders?  lihen  on  the 
faith  of  my  Government,    the  reputations  of  the  pcrfons  wliom  I  had 
called  to  my  councils,  and  principally  bccaufe  I  was  known  to  dand  un* 
connedtcd  with  thofc  for  whom  my  Government  is  now  fubverted  ;   the 
lioufe  of  Commons  of  Ireland  h^d  unanimoudy  granted  me  ihe  largeft 
fuppliet  that  have  ever  been  demanded.     When  I  had  procured  an  army, 
ipnnitely  fuperior  in  numbers  to  whatever  had  been  voted  before  in  this 
kingdom — when  I  laid  a  foundation  for  increa^ng  the  edablifhed  force 
of  the  Qountry,  and  procured  a  vote  of  two  hundred  thoufand  pounds  to« 
wards  the  general  defence  of  the  empire;  will  my  friends  inquire  why, 
in  all  the  corrcfpondence  of  the  Britifli  Minidry,   1  have  never  received 
a  line  to  exprefs  the  lead  fatisfaiSlion,  the  lead  approbation  of  thefe  my 
.fuccefsful  exertions  in  His  Majedy*s  fervicc  ?     Why,  to  the  eve  of  my 
rccal,  they  never  deigned  even  to  notice,  or  to  give  a  word  of  anfweri 
while  I  repeatedly  called  for  indru£tions  how  I  Hiould  proceed,  in  giving 
thefe  mcalures  then:  bed  cfcdl  towards  the  general  (ervice?  and  why,  at 
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tlK  ytry  mottvmt  wbcit  I  was  going  on  with  ttie  uatted  cotfidenoe  an<i 
fupporc  of  Parliament  and  people,  in  rapidly,  prorootiog  internal  tranquil • 
hty^  and  ruccefsfully  providing  for  foreign  defence^  the  Miniibry  a£* 
England^  in(^ead  of  co-operating  with  my  zeal,  or  forwardiBg  my  incen*- 
tiontf  were  through  one  channel  caviling  with  me  on  petty  arras ^9- 
Meats,  and  the  jobs  of  intriguing  individuals  ;  and  through  anothcx' 
(the  chaoBel  of  my  friends)  abandoning  and  betraying  me  ? 

You  exprefs  an  earned  wiih  that  I  may  yet  be  able  to  riMc  i  I  cer^ 
tfttnly  cannot.  But  I  am  certainly  prepared  to  meet,  confute,  and  re-* 
t^rt  that  criitiinating  opinion,  however  general  you  may  reprefent  it  to 
b^OB  your  rtde>of  the  water,  that  I  and  my  advifcrs  have  been  fasfty  and 
precipitMe.  There  is  indeed  another  opinion,  which  you  fay  is  equally 
general,  that  I  (liall  be  moil  anxious  to  confirm.  Whatever  it  may  coft 
my  feelings,  1  fhell  not  forget  the  duty  I  owe  to  His  Majdly,  or  negied 
the  truft  he  has  been  gracioufly  pieaied  to  repofe  in  n>e :  a  fenfe  of  my 
own  honour,  and  what  I  owe  to  myfelf,  will  unite  with  whatever  my 
country  has  a  right  to  esepc^  from  me.  In  impoitng  upon  me  this  tafic^ 
I  (MX  omit  no  "  perfonal  facrifice  that  may  attend  to  the  eaic  of  iiss 
**  Majefty's  Government,  or  the  advancement  of  hirferrice",  as  fiir  as 
depends  on  my  influence  during  the  ihort  period  of  rov  retaining  the  au- 
thority with  \44iich  he  To  lately  condcfcended  to  invefl  nie.  If  m  the 
bands  of  thofe,  to  whom  I  have  been  direded  to  tranfmit  that  authority^ 
Hts  MajeAy's  Government  (hall  feel  embarraffments  that  may  affe^  the 
l^eneral  adminiflration,'  I  have  the  unanimous  teflimony  of  both  his 
Houfes  of  Furli<\ment  here,  I  have  their  unanimous  proceedings  to  prore^^ 
that  no  fuch  cmbarraflments  esided  in  my  days,  ami  that  I  had  no  fueh 
toiear;^ 

I  had  refolved  never  to  enter  in  the  mofl  diAant  degree  on  any  defence 
of  my  conduit,  until  I  fliould  be  admitted  into  His  Majeffy's  clofet,  where 
alone  I  (hould  deigh  to  anfwer  the  unjuil  charges  that  are  urged  agatnft 
|Db«  The  detfire  of  Satisfying  a  friend,  who«  I  know,  islntercftedinmy 
mutatien  «nd  hafipinefs,  has  imperceptibly  led  me  into  this  rapiidlketcb 
^  aH  my  proceedings,  fince  my  arrival  here ;  as  I  have  done  it,  I  not 
eoly  have  no  obje£Hon  but  I  even  wi(h,  that  you  will  fliew  it  to  as  many 
perfons  as  you  fhall  think  proper. 

Believe  me,  &c.  &c.  &c* 

WENTWORTH  FITZWILLIAM. 


Earl  FiTzwittiAMs  fecond  I-cttcr  to  the  Earl  of  Carlisle. 

My  dear  Ca&lisle, 

AS  I  find  that  the  Icveral  fubjciSls  of  criminatioi\  that  have  been  urged 
againil  me,  are  fettling  all  into* one  point,  and  that  if  I  am  to  judge  from 
the  declarations  and  proceedings  of  Mr.  Pitt's  friends  here,  or  from  the 
Englidi  newfpapers,  generally  known  to  fpeak  the  language  of  Govern^ 
menr ,  the  grand  hcaa  of  attack  is  to  be  the  mifchief  I  have  caufed,  by 
ai^ttating  the  Catholic  queflion,  I  think  it  eiTential  to  trouble  you  once 
*no!c,  and  to  fubmit  ibme  pbfcrvaUon?  on  th^  (Ubjo^t^  which  did  not  ap- 
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pear  fi>  efleotul  to^  me,  at  the  time  I  was  writiog  to  you  taft.  t  t1i«a 
contented  myfelf  with  referring  jrou  to  my  correfponilenoe  with  the  C«» 
hioet  of  £ngiand  on  the  Cattobc  meafure.  i  ihail  now,  myfelf,  «ncer 
into  a  review  of  that  correfpondesce.  It  contains  a  full  and  aicquaie 
^indication  of  my  coodu^,  and  will  prove  two  things :  Firft,  That  the 
Catholic  Queition  entered  for  nothing  into  the  real  caufe  of  sny  recall ; 
and  feconaly,  that  from  the  very  beginnings  as  well  as  through  the  wht^ 
progrefs  of  that  fatal  buflnefs,  for  fatal,  I. fear,  I  muft  call  it,  I  a6icd  ta 
perfe^  conformity  with  the  original  outline  .fettled  between  me  -and  Hk 
Majefty's  Miniiiers,  previousto  my  departure  from  London.  From  a  fiiK 
confideration  of  the  real  merits  of  the  cafe,  as  well  as  from  every  iaforma- 
tion  I  had  been  able  to  colle<5k  of  the  fbte  and  temper  of  Ireland,  from  the^ 
year  1793, 1  was  decidedly  of  opinion,  that  not  only  found  policy,  but  jul^ 
tice,  required,  on  the  part  of  Great  Britain,  that  the  woilc,  which  waa 
Icfc  imperfect  at  that  period,  ought  to  be  completed,  and  the  Catholict 
rrlteved  from  every  remaining  difqualification.  In  this  opinion  the  Duke 
of  Portland  uniformly  concurred  with  me,  and  when  this  queftion  came 
under  difcuffion,  previousto  my  departure  for  Ireland,  I  found  the  Ca- 
binet, with  Mr.  Pitt  at  their  head,  flrongly  imprefTed  with  the  fame  oo«« 
vi^on.  Had  I  found  it  otherwife,  I  never  would  have  undertaken  the 
Goreounent.  I  at  iirft  propoied  that  the  additional  indulgences  flKMild 
be  o&red  from  the  Throne ;  the  very  bed  effe6ts  would  be  fecured  bjr 
this  aiSkof  unfolicited  gracloufnefs;  and  the  embarralling  confeauences^ 
which  it  was  natural  Co  forefee  muft  refult  from  the  meafures  bemg  left 
opea^or  any  .volunteer  to  bring  forward,  would  be  timely  and  happily 
avoided.  But  to  this  propofal  objections  were  flarted,  that  appearoi  of 
fufScient  weight  to  induce  the  adoption  of  another  plan.  I  confented  aoc 
to  bring  the  queilion  forward  on  the  part  of  Government,  but  rather  to 
endeavour  to  Leep  it  back,  unul  a  period  of  more  general  tranquilUty, 
when  Qi  many  material  objedb  might  not  prefs  upon  the  Government ; 
but  as  the  principle  was  agreed  on,  and  the  ncceflity '  of  its  b^g 
brought  into  full  efk^  was  univerfally  allowed,  it  was  at  the  fame  time 
refolved,  chat  if  thi  Catholics  (hould  appear  determined  to  ftir  the  bufi- 
nefs,  and  bring  it  before  Parliament^  I  was  to  give  it  a  handfcmc  fup- 
port  on  the  part  of  Govern ment. 

I  was  no  fooner  landed,  and  informed  of  the  real  (late  of  chiogs  herc^ 
than  I  found  that  queflion  would  force  irfelf  upon  my  immediate  coofi* 
drration.  Faithful  to  the  fyileni  that  kid  been  agreed  on,  and  anxious 
to  attain  the  objed  that  had  been  commttccd  to  my  difcrecion,  I  loH  not 
a  moment  in  gaining  every  oeoe&ry  iaformadon,  or  in  tranfinitting  die 
refult  to  the  Britifli  Cabinet.  As  early  9a  the  8th  of  January,  I  wroce 
to  the 
the  Roman 
for  the 

Committee  was  appointed  to  bring  forward  a  petition  to  Parliament, 
fU-aying  t^r  a  repeal  of  all  remaining  dtfqualifications*  I  mentioned  mw 
iotentioQS  of  inmiedtately  ufing  what  enorts  I  could  to  (lop  the  progvtft 
of  ity  and  to  bring  the  Catholics  back  to  a  coofideace  in  Governoienf* 
I  Aated  the  fubdance  of  fomc  convetfatioos  I  had  on  the  fubje(!!l  with 
fomc  of  the  principal  perfons  of  the  country.  It  was  the  opinion  of  one 
of  thcbt  that  if  tbepoftpoaing  pf  tbefuiftion  coitU  be  rit^ociated  angrouMJi 
af  expediency^  It  ou^ht  not  to  be  rejijled  iy  Government ^  That  it  iliould 
be  put  off  f»r  (bme  time,  was  allowed  by  another  to  be  a  dcfirHhle  tUiu^ ; 
buc  the  priocip^  of  exte{i(ion  was  at  the  fatuc  cinui  ilrot^jly  iufilUd  oa^ 


44P  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1795* 

and  forcibly  inculcated,  as  a  matter  not  only  wife,  bat  necefl&ry  to  the 
public  tranquillity. 

From  tbe  day  of  the  date  of  this  letter,  I  unremittingly  applied  myfelf 
to  the  coHe6Hng  of  farther  ioformation.  I  had  heard  that  the  Commit* 
tee  had  prepared  an  addrefs  for  me  ;  before  I  fliould  receive  it,  1  wilbed 
to  know  the  opinions  of  thofe  whom  the  Committee  called  the  feceders— 
the  Nobleman  and  principal  landed  Gentlemen  of  that  perfuafion. 

In  a  letter  of  the  i  $th  January,  I  acquainted  the  Secretary  of  State  of 
the  refuk  6£  tbefe  inquiries,  and  of  the  progrefs  of  the  bufioefs  fuhfe- 
^uent  to  my  former  letters.  I  told  him»  that,  in  the  abfence  of  the  No- 
bleman who  was  confidered  as  the  head  of  the  feceders,  I  had  fent  for  a 
perfon  of  the  mofl  tried  and  acknowledged  moderation  amongft  them,  and 
of  the  firil  confequence  and  property.  I  found  by  htm,  (what  the  No«> 
bteman  aboye  alluded  to  nfcerwards  confirmed)  that  he,  and  every  per- 
fon of  his  defcriptipnj  were  in  perfect  unifon  with  the  Committee :  that 
they  all  decidedly  looked  to  the  fame  objef^ ;  that  they  were  determined 
never  tolofe  il^ht  of  it ;  that  provided  it  (liould  be  attained,  they  had  no 
objedion  that  Mr.  Byrne,  or  any  other  member  of  the  Committee,  (hould 
Ikave  the  honour  of  taking  the  lead  in  it.  I  mentioned  my  having,  after 
this  con verfation,  received  the  addrefs  ;  that,  in  my  anfwer,  which  I 
iranfmitted,  I  had  endeavoured  to  keep  clear  of  all  fpecific  engagements 
whatever,,  though  at  the  fame  time  I  had  avoided  every  thing  that  could 
be  conftrued  into  a  rejeftion  of  what  they  were  all  looking  to— the  repeal 
of  the  remaining  i-eHri^ions  ;  and  (what  comes  immediately  to  the  point) 
I  concluded  by  declaring,  that  I  fliould  not  do  my  duty,  if  I  did  not  dif- 
^  tindly  relate  it  as  my  opinion,  that  not  to  grant  chearfuUy,  on  the  part 
of  Government,  <z//  the  Catholics  wiflied  for,  would  not  only  be  exceed- 
ingly impolitic,  but  perhaps  dangerous — that  in  doing  this,  no  ime  uw 
to  bf  hjl ;  that  the  bulinefs  would  be  prcfentjy  at  hand  ;  and  that  the  finl 
fiep  I  took  would  be  of  infinite  importance ;  that  if  I rec€t*vcd no  rvtryft- 
rm^/^rydi regions,  to  the  contrary,  I  flioutd  acquiefce— acquicfcc,  I 
meant,  in  the  tintty  in  the  mode  of  proceeding,  and  in  the  extent  of  the 
demand s«  For,  as  to  the  meajure^  confidered  genetallv,  I  could  con- 
ceive no  neceility  to  wait  for  any  new  directions,  on  which  to  decide.— 
Of  this  I  reminded  the  Secretary  of  State.  "Convinced  (I  faid)  as  we 
alt  are,  of  the  neceffity,  as  well  aa  fitnefs,  of  the  meafure  taking  place, 
at  no  diflant  period,  I  was  decidedly  of  opinion,  that  to  attempt  to 
defer  it,  would  be  ufelefs,  if  not  dangerous."  Theihteof  thecoun* 
try  required  this,  and  the  -^ifpolitions  of  the  Catholics,  among  whom 
*^  the  appearance  of  hefitation  on  the  part  of  Government,  might  pro^ 
*^  duce  mifchief  to  a  degree  beyond  calculation.*'  You  will  not  forget 
that  all  this  paiTed  within  the  fird  fortnight  alter  my  arrival^  and  before 
the  meeting  of  Parliament.  Thus  early  were  Minifters  in  pollc^on  of 
the  opinions  and  determinations,  which,  in  the  ecercife  of  my  di/cre* 
tionary  power,  I  had  fowned  on  the  fubje^ ;  they  knew  that  the  quefHoa 
was  in  agitation  ;  that  a  petition  to-Parliament  had  beecr  determined  on, 
and  was  to  be  immediately  prefented  ;  they  .were  acquainted  with  the 
'  extent  of  the  Catholic  demands  ;  they  knew  that  it  could  not  be  kept 
back ;  that  no  time  was  to  be  loft ;  and  that  if  1  did  not  receive  their  di- 
rections to  the  contrary,  I  fliould,  in  the  fpirit  of  the  fyflem  that 
had  been  agreed  on,  immediately  acquiefce  to  the  full  extent  of  the  Ca- 
tholic cxpe^btions. 

This,  then,  was  the  time  for  His  Majefty'sMinifters  to  come  forward 
with  their  fears  and  their  aUrms.     If  they  hadib  fuddenly  chan^d  their 
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minds  on  the  fubje^,  and  if  they  had  at  length //^(W^r^^  that  this  which 
was  to  be,  both  with  their  knowledge  and  confeut,  a  leading  meafure  of 
my  Adminillration,  led  to  confcqucnces  "  that  could  not  be  contemplated 
•*  without  horror  and  difmay,"  this  was  the  time  for  them  to  warn  me 
of  this  change.  They  knew  that  it  was  my  opinion,  that  not  a  moment 
was  to  be  loft,  and  (^onfequcntly  that  if  I  did  not  receive  peremptory  di- 
rections to  the  coptrary,  I  was  prepared  to  cohfeiit,  without  an  appear- 
ance of  helitation,  that  the  meafure  fltould  go  forward.  Did  they  fend 
nie  thofc  peremptory  directions  ?  Did  they  ilate  to  me,  as  they  afrerwards 
did  flate,  that  it  was  the  unanimous  opinion  of  the  Cabinet  that  I  (liould 
flop  fhort :  that  I  (hould  ahfiain  from  all  engagements^  or  even  encouraging 
language^  on  the  queftion,  until  I  (hould  receive  their  farther  directions  ? 
Not  a  word  of  the  kind.  My  regular  correfpondence  went  on  ;  I  receiv- 
ed frequent  letters  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  not  even  a  hint  wai 
thrown  out  on  the  fubjeft. 

In  a  letter  of  the  7th  of  January,  I  propofed  the  removal  of  Mr. 
Wolfe,  on  certain  terms  of  accommodation,  in  order  to  make  room  for 
Mr.  George  Ponfonby,  to  a<5l  as  my  Attorney  General.  This  letter  went 
by  the  f.ime  mail  with  my  letter  of  the  8th,  to  which  I  have  alluded 
above.  On  the  13th  of  January,  the  Secretary  of  States  writes  me  an 
anfwcr  to  this  very  letter.  He  informs  me  that  the  King  had  confentcd  to 
Mr.  Wolfe's  Peerage,  which  was  one  of  the  terms  I  had  there  propofed, 
and  toiichcs  lightly  upon  an  objc(5tion  againft  another,  (that  of  holdinj^ 
out  to  Mr.  Wolfe  the  promife  of  fucceeding  to  a  Chief  Juflice's  place) 
on  thfr  fuppofition  that  he  was  Xo  quit  his  pra£licc  at  the  bar— a  iuppo*. 
lltion,  by  the  way,,  that  never  had  the  fmallefl:  foundation. — But  not  a 
word  on  the  Catholic  queftron,  not  a  fingle  obfcrvaiion  on  what  I  flated 
fo  (Irongly  refpedling  my  fears  of  not  being  able  to  keep  it  quiet  during 
the  fcflion* 

The  2d  of  February  came,  and  of  that  date  I  find  a  fecond,  and  more 
detailed  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State  on  the  fubjc<5l  of  Mr.  Wolfe  ; 
but  here  again  he  confined  himfelf  to  that  fubjedl  alone  ;  and  in  my  let- 
ter of  tht  15th  Jani/ary,  which  mull  have  been  fo  many  days  in  hia 
hands,  was  not  even  noticed.  That  letter,  in  which  I  fo  earneftly  preffcd^ 
and  which  in  itfelf  called  for  an  ejvplicit,  an  immediate,  and  peremptory 
anfwer  ;  that  letter,  from  which  he  knew,  that  if  not  timely  inftrudlecf, 
and  tinjfly  checked,  the  Catholic  qucflion  would^rr/?;//^  receive  from  me 
a  chcarful  r.cquici'cence  ;  yet,  in  the  interval  fjom  the  receipt  of  it  till 
thc'id  of  February,  although  he  wrote  twice  on  other  fubjccts,  he  iays 
not  a  word  of  the  precipitancy  with  which  I  was  plunging  into  a  matter 
lb  big  with  danger  to  the.  Empire  ;  not  even  a  hint  that  I  ihould  proceed 
with  more  caution  orcircumfpecTion  in  a  meafure  that  was  to  fubcert  tlic 
con llitu lion  and  cflabliflimeni  in  this  kingdom.  The  fa£t  was,  that  nei- 
ther he  nor  the  Cabinet  entertained  at  that  time  any  fuch  fears ;  they 
then  apprehended  no  luch  dani;er.  It  was  another  bufinefs  that  opened 
their  e)  es  to  all  the  mifchiifs  of  my  counfcls  ;  a  bufinefs  that  foon  rung 
fuch  an  alarm,  as  brought  down  upon  me  that  tempcfl  of  fears,  and  ter- 
rors, and  renonlTrancc  ,  un^ler Which  I  have  funk. 

At  the  clofe  of  the  Ictti-r  ti"  the  \  5th  of  January,  alluded  to  al)Ove,  I 
had  mjntioned  the  tliriniflal  of  Mr.  Bercsford.  This  intelligence  docs 
not  fecm  to" have  caufed  the  fmallcil  degree  of  alarm  in  the  brcail  of  the 
Secretary  of  State. 

In  hi/lctter  of  the  2d  of  February,  when  it  appears  that  he  muft  have 
received  the  information  for  fcveral  days,  he  t*ikes  not  the  lead  notice  of 
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it :  and  it  farther  appears,  from  a  letter  of  Mr.  WindhainV  to  Lord 
Milton,  that  his  Grace  was  equally  unacquainted  with  the  alarm  which 
the  intelligence  of  the  tranfadlion,  conveyed  indiredly  to  Mr.  Pitt  by  Mr. 
Beretferd  himfelf,  had  caufed  in  that  quarter.  Hoveever  this  may  have 
been,  the  attack  upon  me  was,  in  the  mean  time*  meditating,  althou|^ 
perhaps  unknown  to  his  Grace. 
This  letter  of  Mr.  Windham's  was  the  firit  Intimation  I  receiTed  ol 

*  the  \ez(k  ditcontent  among  my  colleagues  in  England  at  my  condu^  finc« 
my  arriTsI — The  Duke  of  Portland  had,  indeed,  in  one  letter,  Aatcd 
fbme  obje^ons  about  the  terms  of  Mr.  Wolfc'i  removal,  and  in  aootber 
about  Mr.  George  Ponfonby*s  appointment,  .but  nothing  that  could  in- 
dicate difcontent.  But  Air.  Windham's  letter  of  s6th  January, 
Was  followed  by  one  from  Mr.  Pitt.  On  the  9th  of  February,  and  ooc 
before,  that  gentleman  wrote  to  me  to  expoftukite  on  the  difmii&I  of 
Mr.  Beresford,  and  on  the  negociations  withlVfr.  Wolfe  and  Mr.  Tolcr 
—This  formed  the  whole  matter  of  his  letter,  and  to  thb  alone' be  con- 
fined his'remonftrances  ;  yet  he  had  a  faip  opportunity  of  touching  oa 
the  meafures  of  my  Government ;  for  he  concluded  his  letter  by  makinif 
an  apology  ^*  foe  interrupting  my  attention  from  the  many  importaot 
**  confiderations  of  a  different  nature,  to  which  all  our  minds  ought  to 
**  bedirtaed." 

The  tafk  of  bringing  forward  the  Catholic  queftion  he  had,  it  leeoif , 
committed  to  another.  By  the  fame  mail,  and  in  a  letter,  dated  the  Bth, 
the  very  day  before  Mr.  Pitt  had  written  to  me,  came  a  lener  from  the 

.  Secretary  of  State,  touching  ai  kngeh  on  this  important  fubje^,  and 
bringing  it  for  lYitfirft  time  into  play,  as  a  quelKon  of  any  doubt  or  dif- 
ficulty with  the  Britilh  Cabinet.  Then,  as  if  the  oueftion  had  beem 
ihirted  for  the  firft  moment  between  us,  as  if  it  never  bad  been  the  Tub* 
jed  of  any  former  confultation,  plan,  or  arrangement  whatever,  be 
writes  of  enabling  the  King's  Miniiters  to  form  their  judgement  as  to  the 
policy^  izfidiencyy  fafcty^  and  neceffity  of  that  meafurc*  Then,  as  if  he 
had  never  before  heard  from  me  on  the  fubje^i,  he  cautions  me  agatnft 

.  committing  myfelf  by  engagements^  or  even  by  encouraging  language, 
(fo  minute  is  his  Grace)  to  give  my  countenance  to  the  immediate  adop- 
tion of  this  meafure ;  then,  for  the  firfb  time,  it  appears  to  have  bren 
difcovered,  that  the  deferring  it  would  be  not  an  ez^dlency^  or  m  thing  t$ 
he  dcfirediKiX  the  prefent,  but,  "  the  means  of  doing  a  greater  fervicc  to 
*'  the  Britilh  £mpire,  than  it  has  been  capable  of  receiving  tince  the 
*'  Revolution,  or  at  leall  fince  the  Union.  'All  former  opinions,  all 
former  difcudionf,  all  former  agreements,  the  leading  principle  '^ofour 
*^  being  all  convinced  of  theaeceility,  as  well  as  fitnefs,  ot  the  meafure 
**  taking  place  at  no  diOant  period,'*'  of  which  I  reminded  the  Minifters, 
in  my  letter  of  the  1 5th  of  January,  all  were  forgotten,  and  the  Secre- 
tary feels  it  his  duty,  for  thefift  time^  in  confequence  of  thedifcuffion  of 
the  quedion  in  the  Cabinet  the  dtpf  he/ore^  to  exhort  me  to  ufe  thofe  ef> 
forts,  which  I  had  exprefled  an  intention  of  trying— Ettbrts,  ot  the  effi- 
cacy of  which  I  had  expreffedthe  (Irongeft  doubts  on  the  Sthof  January, 
when  I  firft  mentioned  my  intentions  of  trying  them-— Efibrts,    every 

^  hope  from  which  I  had  relinquifhed  on  the  t{th,  when  I  warned  them 
of  the  neceffity  of  immediately  giving  way ;  when  I  earnefUy  called  upon 
tfaem^or  peremptory  diredlions,  which  if  I  fhould  not  receive,  I  (bold 
ftcquiefce :— Efforts,'  which  they  knew  from  the  whole  feries  cfmy  cor- 
refpondence,  it  was  impoflible  even  to  attempt,  without  evident  and  cer* 
tab  danger. 
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From  this  period*  ever^  thin?  went^on  rapidly  tovrardi  my  remoTaL— » 
Froni  my  knowledge  of  the  perfgn  I  had  to  deal  with,  I  was  refolded  my* 
fcif  to  bring  the  bufinefs  to  the  real  point  at  iflue  between  us,  and  to  leave 
htm  no  fubterfuge.  Cruelly  as  the  Duke  of  Portland  has  treated  me,  I 
fed  no  difficulty  to  fay,  that  his  judgement  was  deceived  before  h« 
abandoned  me.  On  whatever  ground  he  has  fuffcred  bimfelf  to  be  in« 
duccd  to  change  his  former  Opinions  rcfpedting  the  politics  of  this  coun- 
try, and  the  chancers  and  views  of  its  principal  perfonages;  he  did' 
change  thofe  opinions;  and  in  confequence  of  that  change  alone,  he 
has  been  driven  to  confent  to  the  meafure  of  my  inflant  recall.  But  / 
vi^as  not  fo  deceived.  I  combined  all  the  circumdanccs  which  I  have  de« 
railed  to  you  in  this  letter.  I  perceived  imme dintely  the  (cheme  that  was 
laid  againil  me,  and  I  refolvcd  on  the  only  means  1  faw  left  to  bring  the 
matter  to  fo  fpeedy  an  iiTue,  as  (hould  prcferve  my  honour,  and  vindi* 
cate  my  public  chara<^er.  In  my  anfwer  to  Mr.  Pitt,  a  copy  of  which 
I  fend  you,  and  which  I  wrote  the  very  night  I  received  his  letter,  I 
entered  fully  into  the  fubje6t  of  rov  difmiflals.  I  fta(ed,  as  you  will  fee, 
my  reafons  for  having  determinea  on  them,  as  well  as.  for  adhering  to 
them  when  once  refolved  on — Reafons,  of  which,  froin  your  knowledge 
of  this  country,  you  will,  lam  fore,  admit  the  jufticb.  I  then  put  it 
to  himfelf  to  determine  for  me,  and  for  the  efficacy  of  my  Government-^ 
I  left  it  to  him  to  make  his  choice  between  Mr.  Beresfbrd  and  me. 

The  fame  night  I  wrote  to  the  Duke  of  Portland  ;  I  tcllified  my  fur« 
prize  to  him,  that,  after  fuch  an  interval  of  time,  and  aMr  the  various 
details,  which  I  had  tranfmitted  to  him,  adviling  him  of  the  hourly  in* 
crcafing  neccffity  of  bringing  forward  the  Catholic  queflion,  and  the  im- 
policy and  danger  of  refifting,  or  even  hefitating  about  it,  I  ihould  now 
be  prcifcd,  far  thefirftttme^  to  defer  the  queiHon  till  fome  future  occafion. 
I  refu(ed  to  be  the  perfon  to  run  the  rifle  of  fuch  a  determination  ;  I  re- 
fufed  to  be  the  perfon  to  raife  a  flame  in  the  country,  that  nothing  (hort 
of  arms  would  be  able  to  keep  down.     I  then  alluded  to  Mr.  Pitt's  letter ; 
appealed  to  his  knowledge  of  the  (ituation  of  a  Lord  Lieutenant  in  thik 
kingdom ;  and  left  him  to  determine,  whether,  if  he  was  not  to  be  fup- 
ported,  he  ought  not  to  be  removed.     Thefe  letters  I  wrote  on  the  14th 
of  February.    Shortly  after  came  two  official  letters  from  the  Duke  of 
Portland,  dated  the  16th,  in  which  he  enters  into  a  long  detail  of  the 
various  points  of  viow  in  which  the  Cabinet  wi(h  to  have  the  queftion 
of  the  Catholics  confidered ;  on  the  fame  day  with  thefe  came  a  private  • 
letter  of  his  own,  dated  the  i8th.    In  this  his  Grace  dwells  mou  parti« 
cularly  on  the  neceffity  of  the  Cabinet  having  information  fubmitted  to 
them  on  all  thefe  points  of  view  and  a  detailed  plan  of  all  the  additional 
advantages  intended  to  be  conceded  to  the  Catholicst     He  obferves, 
that  ^the    onfideration  of  this  great  quedion  could  be  deferred  till  peace 
was  rc-eiiablilhed,  he  Qiould  nut  have  a  doubt  but  that  it  would  be  at* 
tended  with  advantages,  which,  perhaps,  are  not  to  be  hoped  for  in  any 
other  fuppofable  cafe :  But  he  added »  (I  beg*  you  will  attend  to  this,) 
••  that  it  was  fit^fly  going  tf^^'far^  to  infer  from  any  thing  that  he  had/aid^ 
••  that  I  *was  dtfirtd  to  undertake  the  tajk  of  deferring  it  to  that  period.     I£ 
**  the  Cabinet  were  to  accede,  what  they  dedred  was,  to  be  juftified  iir 
••  that  acceffion,  by  a  free  and  impartial  mvelHgation  of fa^^  of  circum' 
**  Jiances  and  of  opinions^  i  n  which ,  as  of  reafon,  mine  ivouid  haeve  the  mojt 
**  DECISIVE  WEIGHT ;  and  as  1  had  exprelTed  a  with  tojiave  the  mode 
•*  confidered  .in  England,  whild  it  was  Hill  within  my  reach,  to  have  it 
**  limited  or  modified  before  the  bill  was  introduced,  and  before  the  plan 
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**  was  known  to  the  Catbotics,  he  wiQicd  to.  hsLvc  that  plan,  and  the 
•'  heads  of  the  bill,  tranfmittcd  for  confidcraiion." 

If  any  thing  was  wanting  to  confirm  mc  in  my  opinion,    that  the 
Duke  of  Portland  had  fuftcrcd  himfelf  to  be  completely  duped  and  de- 
ceived in  this  bufinefs,  a  comparifon  of  this  letter  with  what  iiDmedl- 
ately  foil  >wed«  would  be  alone  fuihcient  to  eftablKh  that  convi^nn- 
At  the  moment  of  his  writini^  this  letter,    there  was   not  **  a   fad,** 
*'  a  circumllance,"  or  an  •*  opinion,"  that  could  have  been  tranfraiitni 
to.him^  of  which  he  was  not  in  ptjiTcflion.    He  acknowledges  himfelf, 
and  frequently  refers  to  my  letter  of  tho  loth  of  February,  in  which  fcc 
•  had  the  plan,  the  oath  on  which  th/s  whole  depended,  on  which  crcry 
thing  that  regarded  the  Confiitution,  the  Ecclcfiallical  Eflabiilhmecr, 
and  the  fetilcmcnt  of  property  reftcd.     He. had  the  Primate's  oploioo. 
and  fome  ideas  that  his  Grace  had  fuggeflcd.     In  a  letter  of  mine,  darcJ 
the  20th,  he  had  flill  more  ample  details  on  thefe  various  heads  ;   butro: 
thcfe  details,  "  which  were  of  reafon  to  have  fuch  decifivc  weight,"  be 
was  not  fi'ffrcd  to  wait.     The  dccifiou  had  been  already  formed  before 
he  had  call'  d  for  them.     The  verj  day  after  he  had  written  that  letter, 
in  which  he  had  preilcd  me  for  more  information,   he  afliiled  at  ihc  4*:- 
mouemcnt  of  the  piece.     He  adiflcd  at  the  Cabinet  meeting  that  unaDi- 
moufly  concurred  in  the  neccflity  of  recalling  mc:  and  in  a  hirer  of  the 
aifl,  Turns  up  all  the  reafons,  why  that  meafure  was  deemed  neccfikry^ 
without  one  diflenting  voice,  for  the  very  prcfervaiion  of  the  Hmpirc. 
Can  any  thing  be  more  felf-evident,  or,  in  order  to  account  for  the  rcsi 
coufcs  of  my  recall,  did  it  require  that  this  letter  fliould  be  accompanied, 
as  it  was,   by  one  froiti  Mr.  Pitt  of  the  fame  date,  accepting,    in  fact, 
the  alternative  I  propofed  to  him,  and  declaring  himfelf  fully  prcparf  J 
for  the  event,  however  he  might  lament  it.     It  is  true,   indeed,  thii, 
for  the  very  firft  time,  he  mendons  the  Catholic  bufinefs,  and  declares 
his  concurrence  in  the  general  defire  of  the  Cabinet  to  prevent  any  far- 
ther progrefs  being  made  in  Mr.  Grattan's  bill,  ull they  Jboula  rece't*z'c  and 
CQfifider  the  information^  ivbich  they  thought  it  their  duty  to  call  for.    Would 
you   not  have  fuppofed  from  thist    that  to  decide  on  my  Government, 
Mr.  Pitt  meant  to  wait  till  he  received  farther  information  from  mc,  rc- 
ibefting  the  important  qucflion  of  the  Catholics?     No  fuch    thing. 
By  the  dereliftion  of  all  my  friends,  and  by  the  profpe6\  of  my  falling 
alone,  he  was  prepared  to  throw  out  this  as  a  matter  on  which  to  amuie 
his  colleagues  at  the  moment,  and  the  Public  at  a  future  period  :   whik 
to  myfelf,  without  allowing  a  moment's  farther  deliberation,  he  boldly 
and  peremptorily  pronounces  on  what  I  had  determined  to  be  the  point 
to  decide  on  my  Government.     **  On  the  fubjcd  of  arrangements,  he 
*'  ft  It  bound  to  adhere  to  his  ftntimcnts,  not  only  with  rcfpcvft  to  Mr. 
**  Bcrcsford,  but  to  the  line  of  conduct  adopted  in  fo  many  iniliincts  to- 
wards the  former  fupporters  of  Government.     By  thefe  fcnlinacnts, 
he  mufl  at  all  events  be  guided,  from  a  regard  to  the  King's  fcrvicc, 
and  to  his  own  honour,  however  fmccrcly  he  might  lament  the  con- 
^*  fequenccs  which  muil  arife  from  the  prefent  fituation. 

Need  I  add  any  comment  on  this  letter  ?  Need  I  obferve  to.you,  that 
the  meafure  of  the  Roman  Catholics,  on  which  it  is  now  afleried  my  ad- 
miniftration  was  determined,  is  here  referved  for  future  con  fide  rat  ion, 
whilft  the  fubjed^  of  arrangements  is  finally  and  peremptorily  decided? 
At  all  events,  and  independent  of  every  other  connderation,  his  own  ho- 
nour obliges  him  not  to  give  way  on  that  fubje£^,  and  however  he  laments 
it,  he  accpiicfces  in  what  I  had  llatcd  to  him  xnuft  be  the  confcqucncc  of 
fuch  ^  deciHon  on  his  part* 
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,  Let  my  friends  therefiarc,  my  dear  Carlifle,  no  longer  fijfier  the  Ca* 

tholic  quefliou  to 'be  nieationcd,  as  enrciing^  in  the  moll  diliant  degree, 

into  the  caufes  of  ray  recall.    Let  them  liflen  no  longer  to  that  terrify •• 

ing  enumeration  of  evils  and  miferies  to  refult  to  the  Empire  from  a  mea* 

fure,  which  my  enemies  aflcrt  to  have  confidered  either  as^  originating 

with  myfclf  excluiively,  or  as  hurried  on  by  me-raihly  and  precipitately, 

or  without  confent  or  confuUation.     You  have  feen  when  the  dread  of 

thefe  miferies  was  firfl  conceived,  and  when  jthe  complaint  of  this  want 

of  confultation  was  firfl.brought  forward.     Had  Mr.  Beresfoid  nevejQ; 

been  difmifTed,  we  never  {bould  have  heard  of  them,  and  I  (bould  have 

remained.     But  fo  remainini^,  I  fliould  have  been  diigraced.     Indeed, 

disgraced  by  the  failure  of  all  the  meafures  which  I  had  planned  for  the 

public  welfare,  and  Unded  with  all  the  odigm  which  that  gentleman,^ 

and  his  connections,  have  entailed  upon  the  Government  to  which  I  had 

fucceeded.     But  it  will  befaid,  that  in  proving  this  point  fo  flrongly^  ( 

flill  leave  myfelf  open  to  other  accufations^  which  affedt  my  character, 

when  I  avow  the  earneilnefs  with  which  I  had  determined  to  pulldown 

the  power  of  the  Beresford^;  I  fubmit  to  the  imputation  of  wiiliing  to 

raifc  the  Ponfonbys.     It  was  only  one  family  acquiring  confcquencc, 

and  another  family  lofin^^it,  according  to  an  infinuation  of  a  letter  froit^ 

one  of  the  Cabinet.     Am  1  then  fo  little  known  to  my  friends  ?     Is  \% 

tny  charader  in  the  world,  that  whils  I  pretend  the  public  good^  and 

the  King's  ferv  ice,    lam.  iafidiouily  confuhing  my  own  private  int9-. 

reds ;    and  iullcad.  of  my  country,  have  only  my  own  connexions  ia 

view  ?     I  think,  my  dear  Carliilr,  you  would  be  forry  to  fee  mecondo* 

fccnd  to  edter  into  the  merits  of  fuch  an  -^ccufation.     But  by  difmiilin|r 

Mr.  Bercsford  I  broke  my  engagements  with  Mr.  Pitt;    fo  he  hlmfeS 

ilates  it.     I  a<Sied,  as  he  pretends  in  his  letter,  inconliflently  with  tba& 

principle,  by  which  alone  the  full  advantage  of  the  union  which  bad^ 

taken  place  in  England  could  be  extended  to  Ireland.     What  does  he. 

mean  by  this  hi\  allbrtion?     Would  he  infmuate,  that  the  union  whicli. 

toQk  place  in  Engbnd,  precluded  every  idea  of  removal?     Was  there 

Bo  removal  in  the  War  Office  in  England  ?    None  in  the  PollOfiice?- 

None  in  the  Cabinet  ?     Has  there  been  no  removal  of  his  own  friend^ 

at  the  Admiralty  ?      Or  did  Lord  Spencer,    on  his  fucceeding  Lord 

Chatham,  a6l  inconfiftently  with  the  fpirit  of  the  Union,  when  he  re* 

quired.fuch  cl.anges,  and  the  conflitution  of  fuch  a  board,  as,  judginf- 

tor  himfelu  fl.ould  command  his  confidence  ?     What  was  right  and  coivi 

fiflcnc  in  him,  in  fo  many  inftances,   mud  it  be  blameable  apd  incon- 

iiflcDt  ia  me  ?     Charged  with  the  Government  of  a  diflra^ed  and  di£«t 

contented  country,  am  I  alone  to  be  fettered  and  retrained  in  the  choice 

of  the  pcrfons  by  whom  I  am  to  be  aililled,  and  rather  than  indulge  ino 

in  that  fingle  point  (even  confidering  it  in  the  li;^ht  of  indulgence)  Biuft* 

the  Miniftcrs  of  England  boldly  face  the  certainty  of  mifing  alarmiag 

difcoutents  in  this  kingdom,  and,   perhaps,  of  opening  another  breaol|^ 

for  ruin  and  deilru(5Uon  to  break  upon  us  ?  muH  I  be  intetruptcd  iii  the 

courfe  of  the  moft  unanimous  feilioo  of  Parliament  the  country  ha4ev.e|? 

feen,  commanding,  by  my  influeDce,  and  on  the  credit  of  (he  pe^Tonf. 

whom.I  bad  employed,  and  I  muil  add,  on  the  fatisfa(5Uon  I  had  giveeKjT 

one  difmiiTal,    lupplies  and  forces  beyond  every  former  example,  ^fiA 

caufin^  a  fpirit  of  union  and  harmony  to  fuccecd  to  that  general  di(coii;». 

tent  und  difaffef^aon,  as  well  againfl  the  fyftem  of  the  former  Govcran\ca4 

in  grnend,  as  againd  the  war  itfeif,  which,  at  the  time  of  my  ^iris'Jir 

menifeftly  and  avowt- dly  pervaded  the  bulk  pf  (ke  nation  '     And  now, . 

I  think,  I  have  fufficiently  proved^  that  the  C|atlio|ic  qucQlon  4Atere4 
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for  nothing  into  the  caufes  of  my  difmifrat ;  and  have  fliewn,  that  «• 
ht  as  mj  condu(n  in  Ireland  had  any  thing  to  do  with  it,  I  have  traced 
it  to  the  difinifTat  of  Mr.  Beresford.  What  a  caufe  to  throw  rerxor  and 
Afmay  over  the  Britifli  Empire!  What  a  ground  for  the  abrupt  and 
fodden  removal  of  a  firm,  well  fupported,  and  popular  adminiitration, 
ib  a  moit  critical  and  momentous  period!  A  meafiir^  indeed »  that  by 
_its  ralhnefs  and  violence,  ha»  really  caft  terror  and  difmay  over  the  whofaf 
kingdom  of  Ireland,  and  added  in  their  train  fuUen  difcontem,  danger* 
out  difafie^on,  and  univcrfal  dilfatisfa^ion.  But,  after  all,  why  are 
we  looking  for  the  caufe  of  my  removal  in  the  a6b  of  my  adminiflratioa 
liere  ?  We  are  fceking  in  vnin — It  is  labour  led.  The  true  caufe  is 
not  to  be  found  in  theadts  and  meafurcs  of  the  Irilh  Adminiftration,  bac 
ob  the  principles,  views,  and  chamber  of  an  EnglHli  Mlnider.  We  muft 
cail  back  to  a  more  didant  period,  when  we  fliall  difcovcr  the  true  caufe 
in  the  complekioo  of  pad  events.  When  the. Duke  of  Portland  and  his 
friends  were  to  be  entered  into  a  coalition  with  Mr.  Pitt's  adminifiration^ 
it  was  peccirary  to  hold  cut  fuch  allures,  as  would  make  the  coalition  pa* 
latable,  or  even  poffible  for  them  to  accede  to.  If  the  general  manage* 
snent  and  fuperintendance  of  Ireland  had  not  been  off: red  to  his  Grace^ 
that  coalition  conld  never  have  taken  place ;  the  fentimcnts  that  he  cn« 
tertained,  and  the  language  he  had  held  To  publicly,  for  years  bad^, 
on  the  fubje6^,  rendered  the  fuperintendance  of  Irifli  affairs  it  point  that 
could  not  be  dijfpenfed  with  by  him.  It  was  become  of  abfolute  necef- 
lily  that  it  (liould  be  transferred  to  his  management;  and  accordingly, 
it  was  offered  from  the  beginning  of  the  negociation,  as  was  ahb  the  home 
department,  of  Secretary  of  State.  Alk  the  Duke  of  Portland,  when  he 
engaged  to  accept  that  department,  if  be  doubted  that  the  office  offetcd 
to  him  was  to  be  entire,  and  fuch  as  his  predecefTor  had  held  it  ?  Alk  him 
if  he  was  forewarned  by  Mr.  Pitt,  that  it  was  to  be  divefied  of  half  its 
duties,  half  is  importance,  and  all  its  character  ?  Aik  him,  if  he  was 
apprized  that  another  Secretary  of  State  was  to  be  cut  out  of  the  Dt« 
fmrtmenf,  and  that  he  was  to  be  left  but  as  a  joint  poffcffor  with  an  in- 
mate >  Afk  him,  when  he  accepted  the  management  of  Ireland,  if  he 
did  it  under  any  n^flridions  whatever  ?  A(k  him,  if  he  preffed  it  upon 
me  under  any,  and  if  he  did  not  propofe  and  recommend  to  me  to  lay  out 
immediately  for  making  fuch  arrangements  in  the  Government,  as  w*ould 
enable  me  to  redore  peace,  tranquillity,  and  order  in  the  country;  and 
at  would  reconcile  the  general  mafs  of  the  people  to  its  Government. 

Bur,  my  dear  Carlifle,  the  indant  we  had  proclaimed  our  acceptance 
of  office,  then  the  fcene  began  to  open — then  it  was  fird  difcovered  that 
the  objed  of  all  this  mighty  work,  was  not  to  drengthen  Adminidration 
by  an  acccilion  of  character,  but  to  dcbafe,  degrade,  and  difgracc  that 
character.  When  the  jnn<5^ion  was  irrevocably  avowed  and  declared, 
then  the  pretendohs  of  Mr.  Dundas  to  the  continued  management  of  the 
war,  were  brought  forward,  and  a  new  office  was  to  be  cabbaged  out  of 
the  Duke  of  Portland's,  and  an  obvious  diminution  of  his  credit  and  au- 

acceptance 
foon  doubts 


public  notoriety  in  this  country, 
that  Mr.  Pitt  affurcd  Lord  Wedmorcland,  at  early  as  Auguft,  that  he 
(hould  not  be  removed  ;  and  I  know  that  I  could  bring  evidence  to  prove, 
that,  in  the  courfc  of  the  Autumn,  he  pointed  out  Lord  Camden  as  the 
perfon  whom  he  intended  fhould  fucceed  my  predeccffor.  No,  Mr.  Pitt 
did  not  wifh  tor  our  aflidancc  ;  but  knowing  the  importance  we  gave  to 
the  fydem  then  purfuing  relative  to  France,  he  conceived  it  an  oppor* 
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tunity,  snd  determined  to  make  that  the  means  of  diignicing  our  cha- 
radcrs,  and  of  rendering  us,  by  repeated  (lights  and  affronts,  fit  for  00 
other  fervice  hereafter,  but  to  be  his  vile  tools  and  indruments,  flatteriQ^ 
himfelf  that  this  his  firil  and  lafi  obje£t,  the  only  end  of  our  admii!ioa 
into  his  Admimll ration,  was  done  and  cffefted,  he  has  not  cared  how  Iboa 
he  began  to  turn  fume  of  us  adrift  to  all  the  difgrace  and  contempt  it 
was  his  expe^^atidn  ajid  widi  (hould  attach  upon  our  characters,  in  con* 
fcquence  of  his  contemptuous  and  ignominious  treatment.'  Here,  then, 
is  the  clue  to  the  myftcry  ;  here  you  fee  unravelled  the  real  ground  of  mj 
depoRtion  and  attempted  difgrace.  To  my  meafures  Mr.  Pitt  has  no  o&- 
je^oD.-*^— -I  predict  that  he  will  adopt  them  by  the  medium  of  mr 
fucccflbr ;  I  am  not  fure  that  he  will  not  even  court  the  conne£iionsl 
have  forined  for  Government.  For  the  perfon,  for  whom  he  has  pre* 
tended  to  contend  fo  llrenuoufiy,  he  hkS  no  regard  ;  and  I  doubt  whe* 
ther  hewill  even  permit  him  to  refume  his  (lation  at  the  Revenue  Boards 
though  he  is  entitled  to  do  it  even  without  a  re*appointment,  for,  in  fa^ 
he  has  never  been  out  of  office.  To  get,  then,  rid  of  me  pcrfonaliy,  and 
thereby  to  conllgn  me  over  to  immediate  difgrace,  has  been  the  motive 
to  every  thing  that  has  happened  relative  to  Ireland.  I  have,  then,  the 
glory  of  being  the  object  of  Mr.  Pitt's  diflike.  I  feel  it  fuch,  becauib 
I  know  it  is  a  proof  \  have  maintained,  in  the  great  and  important  (ita« 
ation  which  I  have  filled,  dignity  of  character,  and  have  not  been  found 
fubmiffive,  vile,  and  fubfervient.  For  this  he  has  depofed  me;  but  bjr 
it,  I  have  the  arrogance  to  fay,  he  has  depofed  a  faithful  fervant  of  tftie 
Crowh,  a  beneficial  Governor  for'  the  people  of  Ireland,  and  a  fledfaft 
friend  to  the  unity  and  connedtion  of  the  two  nations. 

As  I  feel  myfelf  unlhaken,  and  my  character  above  the  reach  of  ca- 
lumny and  afperfion,  trull  me,  my  friend,  I  will  not'be*the  murderer  of 
my  own  fame;  I  will  not  put  the  feal  to  my  own  difgrace,  by  accepting 
the  iniidious  offer  of  a  compromifing  compliment.  By  my  condu£i^ 
fuch  as  it  has  been,  I  will  fland  or  fall ;  and  I  will  never  give  to  the 
good  people  of  Ireland,  to  whom  I  owe  fo  large  a  debt  of  gratitude  lor 
their  unexampled  fupport,  implicit  confidence,  and  manifeft  attachment^ 
ground  to  reproach  me  with  being  a  party  in  a  fraud  upon  them ;  ground 
to  reproach  me  with  having  eilablilhed  an  Adminidration,  to  which  they 
looked  up  with  reverence,  confidence,  and  aife(^ion,  in  order  that,  fa- 
voured and  uufufpe6ted,  I  might  dive  deep  into  their  pockets,  and  bar- 
ine  gained  my  point  upon  their  ingenuous  credulity,  that  I  might  nv 
dcuver  tliem  up  to  the  perfecuting  acid  unforgiving  fpirit  of  that  harfh 
oppreffive,  and  obnoxious  Government,  from  the  fangs  of  whrch  rhejr 
were  fancying  they  had  jufl  purchafed  an  eicape,  at  the  price  of  lb  large 
a  tribute. 

Believe  me,  &c.  &c.  &c» 

W.  F1T2VVILLIAM. 


Mondofy  I'jth  April. 

Lord  GRENVILLE  brought  down  His  Majefty's  mcfTagc,  re- 
lative to  the  eftablifhmcnt  of  the  Prince  of  Wales,  and  the  liquida- 
tion of  hia  debts,  which  he  prcfented  to  their  Lordfhips.  [For  a 
copy  of  the  melfage,  fee  (he  proceedings  of  thcHoufc  of  Commaas 
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of  the  fame  date]     It  was  read  firft  by  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and 
then  by  the  clerk  at  the  table,  after  which, 

Lord  Grenville  moved,  that  it  be  taken  into  confidcration  on 
Friday  next,  and  that  the  Houfe  on  that  occafion  be  fummondd  to 
attend. — Ordered. 

Tuefdayy  29 fh  April. 

On  the  order  of  the  day  for  tlic  third  reading  of  a  bill  granting  a 
certain  duty  on  hair  powder, 

TlKrEarl  of  MOIRA  rofc  to  make  his  obje<5Hons  to  the  principle 
of  the  bilL  His  Lordfhip  faid,  that  he  condemned  the  principle,  as 
ojicrating,  in  many  points  of  view,  in  a  very  partial  and  opprcflivc 
manner  upon  various  dcfcriptions  of  perfons.  In  the  firil  place,  he 
took  notice  of  the  half-pay  officers,  whofc  feelings  would  be  greatly 
wounded,  or  their  fmall  incomes  injured  by  the  bill.  He  next  ad- 
verted to  a  lar(;e  dcfcription  of  perfons,  who  would  be  greatly  afFe^d 
by  it  in  the  middling  claflcs  of  life,  who  could  not  well  do  with- 
otit  this  article,  which  cuftom  and  decency  had  rendered  fo  neccffaiy. 
It  had  been  alfcitcd,  he  faid,  that  tbis  was  a  popular  bill,  becaufc 
it  bore  hard  only  on  the  rich  and  gteat,  who  could  afibrd  to  pay  the 
tax,  and  the  poorer  claflcs  were  entirely  exempted  from  it ;  but 
this  was  an  erroneous  idea.  If  by  the  poorer  clafles,  the  vciy 
lowcft  orders  of  the  people  were  meant,  it  might  be  fo  ;  but  thofc 
who  could  immediately  make  their  wants  known,  and  who  were 
accuftomcd  and  not  a(h::^med  to  do  fo,  were  not  the  dcfcription  of 
perfons  on  whom  poverty  and  dillrefs  bore  with  the  greateft  weight. 
There  were  other  dcfcriptions  and  claflcs  of  people  who  felt  them 
much  more  fevercly  ;  thcfe  Were  perfons  who  had  been  well  educated 
and  brought  up,  who  lived  upon  flender  fortunes  which  were  barely 
adequate  to  their  fupport,  who  had  been  ufed  to  keep  good  com- 
pany, and  who  had  been  in  the  habit  of  wearing  powder ;  if  thofc 
perfons  were  obliged  to  pay  the  tax  it  wouW  bear  very  heavy  on  them 
indeed.  The  ftudents  in  the  learned  profcflions  ought  alfo  to  be 
confidercd  ;  and  the  fituation  of  widows  of  confined  incomes  who 
had  daughters,  would  feci  the  weight  of  this  tax  in  a  very  great 
degree. — This  tax,  his  Lordfhip  faid,  operated  in  a  different  man- 
ner from  all  taxes  bid  on  articles  of  confumption.  If,  for  inflance, 
the  tax  had  been  laid  on  the  powder,  every  individual  would  liavc 
had  a  power  to  exercifc  his  difcretion  of  wearing  it  on  fuch  particular 
occafions  as  he  might  think  proper,  nccording  to  what  his  income 
would  allow  ;  but  die  prcfcnt  tax  obliged  a  man  to  \ny  for  powder- 
ing his  hair  only  one  finglc  day  ss  much  as  their  Lordfhips  would 
a»v/  cf  them  pay  for  ufinu  it  the  whole  365  days  of  the  jciir,,  t];ough 
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Ms  fortune  or  income  might  not  bear  a  proportion  of  one  penny  to 
the  guinea  of  any  of  their  Lordfhips.     This  he  looked  upon  as  a 
great  inequality  and  difproportion,  and  on  that  ground  he  condemned 
the  principle.  His  Lordfhip  infhnced  the  cafe  of  a  half-pay  ofScer^ 
^¥ho,  if  he  had  occadon  to  wait  upon  the  Commander  in  Chiefi 
or  Secretary  at  War,  to  make  a  tender  of  his  fervices  in  the  caufc 
of  his  country,  mud  either  have  his  feelings  hurt  by  going  without 
powder  to  wait  upon  his  fuperior  officer,  or  elfe  he  mull  pay  a  gui- 
nea for  one  (ingle  day,  perhaps  a  day'of  difappointment  in  getting 
his  bread.     The  next  point  in  which  his  Lordfhip  objected  to  the 
principle  of  the  bill,  was  on  the  fcore  of  the  diftindlions  it  would 
introduce  with  rcfped  to  perfons  of  different  parties  and  political 
fentiments.     It  had  been  feen  in  France,  and  throughout  aU  Eu- 
rope, that  nicknames  and  (ignals,  ibr  the  purpofe  of  difcriminationi 
had  been  found  nece^fary,  and  had  been  adopted.    It  had  been  for- 
merly the  cafe  in  this  country  ;  the  Round  Heads  and  Cavaliers— 
the  Whigs  and  Tories,  &c.  &c.  had  had  their  reign ;  but  this  bill 
went  to  fix  a  certain  mafk  which  could  not  be  miftaken,  and  which^ 
if  the  accounts  of  combinations  and  confpiracies  that  had  been  fo  in* 
duftrioufly  circulated  were  true,  which  he,  for  one,  did  not  believe, 
would  give  perfons  concerned  in  fuch  proceedings  a  certain  mode  of 
diftinguiHiing  thpfe  of  their  own  way  of  thinking,  by  a£l  of  Parlia- 
ment.    His  Lordfhip  objected  to  the  principle  of  the  bill,  on  ano- 
ther account,  which  was,  that  it  imparted  a  new  fpecics  of  crime 
to  an  a6l,  which  did  not  militate  either  againft  morality,  religion, 
or  juftice.     If  a  manbroke  the  head  of  bis  neighbour,  impriibned  , 
his  perfon,  or  invaded  his  property,  he  knew  at  the  time  of  his  do- 
ing fo,  that  he  was  adding  wrong,  independent  of  breaking  the  law ;' 
but  in  this  inftance,  the  ad  of  powdering  the  hair,  was  not  wrong 
in  any  refpedl,  except  that  of  not  obeying  the  law  ;  this  he  thought 
M'ould  have  a  mifchievous  tendency  on  the  public  mind,  refpedling 
the  due  operation  of  penal  laws.     His  Lordfhip  concluded,  by  in- 
dancing  the  cafe  of  a  fervant  maid,  who*  might  in  the  frolic  of  a 
Chriflmas  evening,  take  the  drudging  box,  and  flour  her  hair,  by 
way  of  appearing  dreffed  ;  this  (imple  aft  rendered  her  liable,  if  (he 
had  not  paid  the  tax,  to  a  penalty  of  twenty  pounds.     Half  this 
penalty  was  given  to  the  informer,  which  would  make  the  tribe  of 
informers  numerous  enough.    If  this  poor  maid  (hould  be  informed 
againft,  (he  might  be  thrown  into  jail,  for  the  penalty,  which  it 
was  not  in  her  power  to  pay  ;  and  every  one  knew,  that  from  the 
excellence  of  our  laws  refpefling  debtors,  when  once  in  jail  for  fuch 
a  fum,  (he  might  perhaps  He  there  for  the  remainder  of  her  life. 

Lord  GRENVILLE  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  who  had  juft 
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fat  down,  that  there  never  was  a  period  when  taxes  were  nrore  oc* 
cefTary  than  the  prefent,  and  he  could  not  for  his  life  conceive  a  more 
juft,  or  more  popular  bill  than  that  before  the  Houfe  i  it  fell  entirely 
on  the  higher  ranks  of  focicty,  as  it  was  perfeflly  c^ional  whether 
any  pe'rfon  (hould  wear  hair  powder  or  not.   It  was  not,  in  his  opi- 
nion^ the  outward  appearance  that  conftituted  the  gentleman,  but 
his  conduft  and  behaviour.     With  refpc6l  to  what  l^ad  fallen  from 
the  noble  Earl  in  allufion  to  watch- words  of  rebellion  and  feditioti, 
he  believed  that  where  there  were  ilUdifpofed  pcribns,   they  never 
were  at  a  lofs  for  watch- words  and  phrafes  that  fuited  their  iinifter 
purpofes.     He  would  urge  again  what  he  had  faid  before,  that  this 
tax  qperatrd  folely  againft  tlie  rich ;  and  if  any  of  the  lower  orders 
were  fo  vain  as  to  wear  hair  powder,  their  vanity  formed  a  proper 
objedl  of  taxation.     The  cafe  of  the  fervant  maid  was  one  which  he 
thoi^it  not  very  likely  to  happen  in  the  way  in  which  it  had  been 
mentioned  by  the  noble  Lord. 

The  Earl  of  MOIRA  maintained  his  former  pofitions,  and  dif- 
fered entirely  with  the  noble  Secretary  of  State,  as  to  the  effeft  of  the 
bill,  in  giving  a  certain  mark  to  thofe  of  a  particular  party.    He  alfo 
differed  with  him  as  to  confequences  which  fuch  marks  of  diftinflion 
have  on  the  minds  of  men  in  linking  them  together.     He  remarked, 
that  the  fong  of  LillibuUera  had  a  greater  cffcd  in  holding  the  people 
together  in  the  reign  of  James  II.  and  Simulating  them  againft  the 
meafures  of  that  monarch,  than  the  moft  laboured  efforts  of  reafon 
and  argument.    He  perfided  that  it  was  not  at  all  improbable,  that  a 
maid  fervant,  circumftanced  as  he  had  dated,  might,  in  confequence 
of  fuch  an  adl  of  merriment  and  frolick,  be  doomed  to  languifii  out 
the  remainder  of  her  days  in  a  difmal  jail. 

Vifcount  SYDNEY  paid  a  compliment  to  the  eloquence  and  in- 
genuity of  the  Earl  of  Moira ;  but  was  furprifed  that  a  perfon  of 
his  known  bravery  and  fpirit  (hould  have  fo  much  dread  of  the  con- 
fequences of  this  bill  in  one  particular  point  of  view-  He  did  nor 
fee  it  at  all  in  that  light ;  he  thought  the  bill  a  good  and  a  popular 
one  in  every  refpedl  but  one,  which  was  a  cafe  in  which  he  agreed 
with  Earl  Moira,  that  of  the  half-pay  officers.  His  Lord(hip  en- 
larged on  the  merits  of  that  defcription  of  gentlemen,  and  the  ferviccs 
they  h^d  done  their  country,  and  hoped  that  if  it  was  pofllble, 
>yithout  endangering  the  lofs  of  the  bill,  by  fending  it  back  to  the 
other  Houfc  with  an  amcni^ment,  that  an  exemption  might  take 
place  in  their  favour. 

Lord  MLJLGRAVE  rcquefted  before  their  Lordfliips  proceeded 
to  the  third  reading  of  the  bill,  that  they  would  indulge  him  with  a 
few  words  in  fupport  of  the  claufe,  which  he  had  before  given  notice 
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he  intended  to  introduce  by  way  of  amendment.  He  believed  that 
there  was  not  a  fingle  Lord  prefcnt  who  would  give  the  lead  oppoli- 
tion  to  the  claufe  he  had  to  propofc,  were  it  not  for  the  inconvenience 
that  might  arife  from  the  bill  being  rcjefled  in  the  Houfe  of  Com- 
mons if  any  amendment  were  made  to  it  (being  a  money  bill)  in 
that  Houfe.  He  hoped,'  however,  that  this  rcafon  would  not  ope- 
rate on  the  prefcnt  occafion.  The  claufe  he  bad  to  propofc  was  for 
an  exemption  to  a  very  honourable  and  dcferving  body  of  gentlemen, 
whofc  fervices  to  their  country  defcrved  every  confideration  and  atten- 
tion. It  was  well  known  that  officers  on  half  pay  had  always, 
from  the  period  of  entering  into  the  army,  been  uftd  to  confidcr 
powder  in  their  hair  as  an  article  of  drefs,  and  a  mark  or  infignia 
of  the  charader  of  a  gentleman.  To  oblige  them  to  pay  a  guinea 
a  year  for  the  privilege  to  wear  it  in  future,  out  of  an  annual  fum  of 
thirty-four,  or  from  that  to  ten  or  fifteen  pounds  more,  would  be 
a  great  harddiip,  and  what  their  fmall  income  would  not  bear.— ^ 
They  mud  therefore  appear  without  it,  which  would  moft  certainly 
be  a  great  hurt  to  their  feelings,  and  a  very  111  return  for  thofe  fer- 
vices they  had  performed,  the  blood  they  had  fhed,  and  the  wounds 
they  had  received  in  performing  the  duties  of  their  profeflion.  His 
Lordlhip  faid,  he  felt  himfelf  excited  by  his  profefTiOnal  feelings, 
to  (land  forth  the  Advocate  of  this  defcription  of  gentlemen,  whofe 
merits  and  fervices  he  had  witnefled  on  feveral  occafions,  and  though 
he  doubted  not  he  (Kould  meet  the  fupport  of  almoft  every  noble 
Lord  in  the  Houfe,  he  made  himfelf  particularly  certain  of  that  of 
the  right  Reverend  Bench  oppofite  to  him,  the  lower  orders  of  whofe 
profeflion  had  received  a  fimilar  exemption  with  that  he  now  ar- 
gued for,  extending  to  every  clergyman  not  pofiefling  an  income  of 
more  than  a  hundred  a  year.  He  had  voted  for  that  exemption  in 
favour  of  the  clergy,  and  he  doubted  not,  but  the  Rev.  Prelates 
would,  by  the  fame  rule  of  juftice,  vote  for  a  fimilar  exemption, 
with  regard  to  half-pay  officers.  His  Lordfhip  concluded  an  ex- 
cellent fpeech,  by  moving  a  claufe,  "  exempting  officers  in  the 
army  and  marines,  on  half  pay,  from  tlie  payment  of  the  tax;" 

Lord  ftOMNEY  oppofcd  the  claufe  being  received,  as  he  thought 
it  might  endanger  the  bill,  which  he  conquered  as  one  of  tlie  beft 
tax  bills  that  ever  was  introduced  into  the  Houfe. 

The  Bilhop  of  ROCHESTER  fupported  the  claufe  upon  the 
principles  of  equity  and  juftlcc.  He  faid  an  exemption  had  taken 
place  in  favour  of  the  lower  orders  of  the  clergy,  and  he  thought  it 
ought  to  be  extended  to  the  half-pay  officers,  whofe  fervices  defcrved 
every  indulgence  of  this  kind,  in  aid  of  their  very  narrow  incomes* 
He  (aid  this  exemption  could  not  hurt  tlie  revenue  at  all  ^  for  it  was 
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ridiculous  to  expcA  a  guinea  from  thofe  pockets  where  a  guinea 
was  not  to  be  found.  He  was  furprifcd  the  exemption  had  not 
been  made  in  the  Commons,  and  that  it  (hould  have  come  before 
dieir  Lordfhips  with  this  iniquity  upon  its  head.  He  concluded  by 
fayingy  that  the  claufc  (hould  have  his  hearty  fupport. 

Lord  GRENVILLE  oppofed  the  claufe,  on  the  ground  that 
Aerc  was  no  neceflity  for  hdf-pay  officers  wearing  hair  powder. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  thought  the  claufe  was  worded  in 
too  general  a  manner.  There  were  many  officers  on  half  pay  who 
had  retired  from  the  army  and  were  pofleffird  of  good  fortunes; 
thcfc  would  be  exempted  under  the  claufe  as  it  now  ftood  ;  there 
were  alfo  many  on  half  pay  who  did  not  defervc  the  exemption  \ 
perfons  who  had  purchafed  commiffions  on  the  eve  of  peace  for  the 
purpofe  of  getting  on  half  pay ;  many  of  thefe  waiteis  at  taverns 
and  perfons  of  a  fimilar  defcription.  If  the  claufe  was  refiridcd  ro 
fuch  officers  on  half  pay  as  had  made  a  tender  of  their  fcrvicei 
within  twelve  months,  he  would  agree  to  it,  otherwife  not. 

The  Earl  of  GUILFORD  obferved,  that  jthere  fccroed  not  to 
be  any  very  great  obje<Slions  to  the  claufe,  except  the  rifk  of  the 
bill  being  thrown  out  in  the  Commons,  on  account  of  the  amend- 
ment made  by  their  Lordfliips  ;  there  could  be  no  doubt,  however, 
that  a  new  bill  would  be  brougnt  in  adopting  the  amendment,  or 
fomething  adequate  to  it,  and  as  this  could  only  caufe  the  delay  of 
five  or  fix  days,  he  (hould  vote  for  the  claufe. 

Lord  MULGRAVE  was  very  fevere  on  the  argument  of  Lord 
Grcn ville  refpcfling  the  neceffity  of  a  half-pay  officer's  wearing  hair 
powder.  He  allowed  there  was  no  moral  or  medical  neceffity  for 
it,  but  he  put  it  entirely  on  the  fcore  of  their  feelings,  which  would 
ke  wounded  by  thus  putting  a  badge  on  their  poverty.  It  put  him 
in  mind,  he  faid,  of  an  anecdote  mentioned  of  a  great  man  in 
France  under  the  old  Government ;  this  was  Cardinal  de  Bois, 
Who,  when  a  monk,  one  of  the  lower  orders  of  the  dexgy,  had 
written  a  book  which  he  did  not  approve ;  the  Cardinal  reproached 
Mm  very  fcvcrcly ;  and  aik^d  the  Abbe  why  he  employed  his  time 
in  that  manner  ?  The  anfwer  was,  "  Helas  !  Mmjeigruur^  ilfffil 
que  je  vtvc;"  to  which  the  Cardinal  replied,  **  Monfieur^  jfe  nen 
v'sis  pas  la  neccfftte.''  This  was  a  fcntiment  which  he  was  furc  their 
Lordfliips  would  not  adopt,  and  therefore  he  was  fanguine  in  his  ex- 
pciSations  that  the  claufe  would  be  agreed  to. 

The  Bifhop  of  ROCHESTER  difclaimed  having  any  profeffional 
bias :  he  faid,  in  ail,  great  bodies  of  men  there  were  fomc  undefcrv- 
ing  objefls,  but  it  would  be  unjuft  to  punifli  the  worthy  on  their 
account. 
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The  I^ORD  CHANCELLOR  faid,  he  had  Uftcncd  with  the 
greateft  furpiize  to  the  turn  which  this  debate  had  taken ;  for  the 
arguments  ufed  in  fupport  of  this  claufe  went  againA  the  principle  of 
the  bill  itfelf ;  they  were  founded  upon  a  fiippGrfition  that  wearing 
powder  was  abfolutcly  neceflary  for  the  decent  appearance  of  a  niaa 
in  ibciety ;  this  he.  by  no  means  admitted ;  for  if  a  perfon's  cir* 
cumftances  were  fuch  that  he  could  not  conveniently  afford  a  guinea, 
if  he  was  otherwife  a  refpedable  charai^ler,  would  he  be  lefs  looked 
upon  in  fociety  for  not  weai^ng  powder  ?  certainly  not.  A  noble 
friend  of  his  (Lord  Guilford)  he  faw  was  without  powder,  and 
yet  he  was  fure  the  noble  Lord  was  as  much  efteemed  as  if  he  wa» 
fuperbly  drefTed.  His  Lordfliip  then  alluded  to  the  cafe  of  half-pay 
officers — he  could  not  fee  any  reafon  for  exempting  them  that  would 
not  apply  to  other  claflcs  of  mcnj  fuch  as  younger  brothers,  fhj* 
dentSy  &c.  He  could  not  conceive  why  they  fhould  feel  themfdves 
degraded  by  this  meafure ;  they  might  as  well  feel  hurt  at  not  being 
able  to  wear  a  fine  coat. 

The  noble  Lord  (Mulgrave)  had  been  mifbken  in  attributing 
that  CTpreflion  to  the  Cardinal  de  Bois>  it  was  ufed  by  Monf.  d*Ar« 
genfon,  one  of  the  OfHcers  of  the  Police  at  Paris,  to  a  man  who 
was  brought  before  him  for  writing  an  indecent  pamphlet ;  beiif 
afked  why  he  wrote  fuch  a  book,  he  faid,  *'  Monfieur,  ilfaut  qne 
J€  vive  r  Monfieur  d'Argenfon,  with  great  wit  and  propriety  re- 
plied' to  fuch  a  man,  "  Je  nen  vols  pas  la  neceJfiteJ'*  His  Lordflup 
concluded  with  declaring  his  difapprobation  of  the  claufe. 

Lord  AUCKLAND  faid,  he  was  an  enemy  to  all  exemptions 
in  tax  bills,  as  they  only  produced  jealoufy.  He  (hould  not  have 
been  fony  if  the  Commons  had  inferted  the  claufe  in  favour  of  the 
half-pay  officers,  but  he  (hould  not  wilh  in  the  prefent  (bge  of  the 
bill  to  have  it  introduced. 

The  Houfe  divided. 

For  the  claufe,  .11;     Againft  it,  15.     Majority,  4.  . 

The  bill  was  then  read  a  third  time,  and  paflfed.— Adjourned* 

fFednefdiTfy   2gth  April: 

No  debate. 

Thurfdofj    30/A  Aprih 

The  Earl  of  MOIRA  adverted  to  the  happy  event  of  the  nuptials 
gf  his  Royal  Hxghnefs  the  Prince  of  Wales,  and  to  the  general  hopes 
^hich  infolvent  debtors  had  cherifhed  in  confequcnce  of  it.  He 
obCerved  tliat  his  profeffional  avocations  had  prevented  him  from 
attending  in  the  Houfc,  and  of  fubmitting  to  their  LordQiips  his 
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Ideas  of  the  propriety  of  adopting  fomc  relation  of  the  law  with 
regard  to  infolvcnt  debtors.  He  wiffied  that  the  failed  inveftigation 
Ihould  be  had,  and  the  mod  clear  difcrimination  fftade  between  th^ 
cafes  of  the  fraudulent  and  the  unfortunate.  He  wiOied  alfo  that 
tio  tinneceflary  delay  fhould  take  place  in  the  inveftigation  of  this 
preffing  and  important  fubjeft.  Long  ago  theif'Lorddrips  had  put 
fome  queflions  upon  this  matter  to  the  judges,  and  he  knew  not 

'  tfic  reafon  why  thcfe  learned  Miniftefs  of  juftice  had  not  come  to  a 
determmation.  He  had  not  at  pfefent  any  thing  to  move,  but  that 
%  petition,  which  he  held  in  his  hand,  be  read.  The  petition  was 
atccordingly  read.  It  was  figned  by  a  vaft  number  of  pcrfons  who 
had  the  misfortune  to  be  in  prifon  fcr  debt.  ExprdTing  their  joy  at 
Ihe  happy  event  of  the  nuptials  of  his  Royal  Highnefs  the  Prince  of 
Wales ;  Aating  generally  the  hard(hips  which  they  fuffer,  and  ex- 
frefflng  a  hope  that  they  might  be  permitted  to  enjoy  the  bicflings  of 
Uberty ;  imploring  the  kind  and  generous  interference  of  their  Lord- 
ihips  if  it  feemed  meet. 

Lord  Vifcount  SYDNEY  rofe  to  obferve  to  their  Lordfllips,  that 
ds  the  franking  bill  was  about  to  come  under  their  conflderation,  he 
thought  it  ncceflary  fo  inform  them,  that  great  abufcs  had  been  made 
fcy  editors  qf  newfpapcrs,  in  franking  thofe  papers,  by  putting  upon 
fhcm  names  of  manv  Members  of  both  Houfes,  without  their  con- 
fent,  and  without  ever  confulting  them  upon  the  matter.  He  him- 
fclf,  he  declared,  had  never  given  his  name  to  the  franking  of  more 
Aan  three  papers  in  his  life,  and  yet,  he  underftood,  that  fifty  at 
leaft  had  laft  year  been  fent  under  his  name.  He  believed  that  many 
«f  fhdr  Lord(hips  had  been  dealt  by  with  as  little  ceremony,  and 
liad  the  fame  unlicenced  liberty  taken  with  them ;  arid  very  numc- 
fttos  indeed  were  the  Members  of  the  other  Houfe,  whofe  names 

.  were  thus  ufed  without  their  authority  or  confent.  Many  of  thcfe 
papers  were,  in  his  opinion,  highly  feditious ;  and  yet  the  names  of 
feveral'  Members  ^ho  abominated  their  principles  were  made  fub- 
fe  flent '  (to  their  circulation  through  the  country.  Laft  fiimmcr  he 
had  feen  a  large  packet  of  thefe  papers^  which  contained  a  mafsof 
libellous,  feditious,  and  fcandalous  matter,  franked  whh  the  liame 
of  the  Secretary  to  the  Treafury  (Mr.  Rofe).  His  Lordfliip  faid  he 
did  not  mean  to  make  any  motion  upon  the  fubjedl,  as  he  hoped, 
from  what  he  had  now  faid,  the  editors  of  newfpapers  would  take 
(he  hint,  and  be  more  careful  in  future  how  they  took  fuch  unwar- 
ranted liberties  as  ufing  the  names  of  Members  of  both  Houfes  in 
franking  their  papers,  who  never  authorifed  thtm  f©  to  do. 

The  Duke  of  GRAFTON  requcfted  their  Lordlhip's  atteituon 
tb  a  fcv^  worts  he  wiftied  to  fubmit  to  their  conflderation,  rrfpcSing 
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the  bufinefs  which  ftood  as  the  order  of  the  day  for  tQ«inorrow«  Ha 
mean(  the  confideration  of  His  Majefty's  meffage,  relative  to  tbc 
payment  of  the  dchts  of  his  Royal  Highnefs  the'Princc  of  WaleQ* 
His  Grace  faid,  that  he  believea  every  one  of  their  Lord(hips  would 
agree  with  him  in  opiniohj  that  nothing  could,  at  any  period  of  titpei 
be  more  highly  important  than  to  avoid  any  ftep  being  tak^n  which 
ipight  even  tend  to  depreciate  either  Houfc  of  Parliament  in  the  cyc» 
of  the  people  of  this  country.     It  was,  he  obfcrved,  mpft  peculiarly 
important  to  avoid  this  at  the  prefent  moment,  when  tbofe,  who 
had  the  adminiflration  of  His  M^jeAy's  Government  coipfnitted  to 
their  care,  were  allowed,  on  all  hands,  by  every  impartial  and  un- 
prejudiced perfon  in  the  kingdom,  to  be  totally  inadequate  to  the 
taflc,  and  deftitute  of  thofe  abilities  which  were  r^quifite  to  guide  the 
helm  of  the  veffel  of  State,  fo  as  to  afford  a  profpcft  of  fafety  s^nd 
fecurity  during  the  prefent  critical  acra,  when  the  country  was  fur-? 
rounded  with  more  alarming  and  calamitous  circumftances  than  it 
had  ever  experienced  before.     The  neceflity,  therefore,  of  defer- 
ring the  confideration  of  the  truly  intercfting  and  important  bufinds. 
he  had  alluded  to,  till  fuch  time  as  the  Houfe  of  Commons  h^ 
come  to  fome  fpeclfic  proppfition  on  the  fubjefl,  his  Grace  doubted 
not  would  be  apparent  and  obvious  to  their  Lordfhips,  when  tb(^ 
rcflefted,  that  being  a  money  tranfaclion,  if  their  Lord(hip$  pro- 
ceeded on  the  bufinefs  at  the  time,  and  according  to  the  order  thef 
had  made  upon  it,  they  might  perhap$  come  to  fome  propofitinn  6r 
refolution  on  the  {v/bjcA  which  militate  againft  th^  opinion  of  dw 
Houfe  of  Co^nmons,  and  which  if  they  refuled  their  affeat  to,  would 
commit  them  with  that  Houfe,  and  place  them  in  a  very  awkw9rA 
predicament  in  the  eye  of  the  Public.    His  Grace  fald,  their  Ltyd- 
fhips  well  knew  that  it  had  always  been  the  cu(V)m  and  ufagc  of  Pai-r 
liament  for  all  meafures  refpC(SHng  money  bills  to  (^iginate  iii  thaft 
Houfe,  and  from  thence  to  come  to  their  Lordfhips  fpr  their  aiS?niC 
and  concurrence.     This  cuftomary  an  J  conftitutional  progrcfriQohe 
wi(hed  to  fee  adhered  to,  in  the  prefent  inftance ;  and  he  would 
therefore  hope,  that  His  Majefty's  Minifters  would  take  tlie  n)%tteit 
into  their  ferious  confideration,  and  agree  to  defer  the  bujdnofs  tiU 
it  had  (irft  been  pro<;ceded  upon  in  the  other  Houfe  pf  Pq^ UaHKnt» 
from  whence  it  oMght  properly  to  come  to  tlieir  Lord^ip^.     Xh^ 
call  of  thgt  Houfc  was  fixed  for  ncKt  Monday  fc'nnjght,  which  (hcwW 
with  what  care  ^nd  circumfpe6^ion  they  were  determined  to  proceed^ 
and  how  highly  important  in  ixs  cpofcqucnces  they  COTWcrcd  tbc 
fuhje6\.  He  would  not,  thcreiure,  t^ke  up  more  of  their  (^rdOiip's 
time  at  prefent,  trufting  that  His  Majefty's  Minifters  woujd  i<e^hpw 
dangerous  it  would  be  at  tUs  pactici^Ar  tij^ne  fpr  theic  WdOvp^  to 
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come  to  any  fpecific  refolution  on  an  afFatr  of  fuch  immenfe  impor* 
tance  to  the  country,  which  the  Commons  might  not  afterwards 
think  proper  to  aflent  to,  and  which  would,  by  fuch  diflfent  of  theirs, 
be  rendered  altogether  nugatoiy  and  of  no  effcQ.  He  did  not  wi{h 
that  their  Lordihips  (hould  difgrace  themfelvfs,  or  deceive  the  King 
bn  the  Throne ;  for  when  this  very  critical  and  delicate  bufinefs 
came  to  a  point  he  did  not  know  what  might  be  done.  In  order 
to  fave  the  Houfe  from  that  ftate  of  embarrafsment  in  which  they 
might  be  placed  if  they  adopted  any  thing  upon  this  fubjed  to-mor- 
row, he  {hould  with  to  move,  that  the  order  for  taking  His  Ma- 
jcfty's  meflage  into  con(idcration  be  difchargcd. 

Lord  GREN  VILLE  faid,  that  if  the  noble  Duke  had  but  waited 
till  to-morrow,  he  would  have  feen  that  the  obfervations  his  Grace 
had  juft  made,  would  have  been  fuperfluous.  He  pcrfeflly  agreed 
with  the  noble  Duke  in  what  he  had  faid  refpedling  the  picq;)riety  of 
any  proportion  on  this  fubje£t  coming  from  the  other  Houfe,  and  all 
he  propofed  to  do  to-morrow  was  to  move  an  addrefs  to  His  Ma* 
jcfty,  thanking  him  for  his  gracious  communication,  cxprefling  their 
loyalty  and  attachment  to  His  Majefty  and  ever}'  part  of  his  illuftri- 
ous  family,  and  afluring  him  that  they  would  proceed  to  the  con(i- 
deration  of  the  fubjeft  of  His  Majcfty's  moft  gracious  mefTage,  with 
as  much  difpatch  as  the  nature  of  the  cafe  would  allow.  This  was 
all  he  intended  to  propofe  to- morrow,  and  this  would  not  bind  the 
Houfe  to  any  thing  whatever. 

The  Duke  of  GRAFTON  replied,  that  he  ftill  was  not  fatisfied 
with  what  had  now  fallen  fron;i  the  noble  Secretary  of  State.  He 
thought  no  ftep  (hould  be  taken  in  the  bufinefs  at  all,  till  their  Lord- 
ihips knew  how  the  other  Houfe  of  Parliament  would  difpofe  of  it. 
His  Grace  afferted  his  perfeft  independence  in  the  part  he  took  in 
the  prefent  queftion — he  was  unconcerned  as  to  what  parties  his  con- 
duft  might  not  plcafe,  either  among  the  Public,  or  in  any  other 
place.  Paramount  to  all  other  confiderations,  he  confidered  his 
dut}''  as  a  Lord  of  Parliament,  and  that  duty  alone  impelled  him  to 
Aate  and  deliver  hib  fentiments  to  their  Lordihips  in  the  manner  he 
had  done. 

The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE  took  the  opportunity  to  ftatc  to 
the  Houfe,  diat  on  the  26th  of  February,  he  moved  an  addrefs  to 
His  Majefty*  for  papers  to  be  laid  on  their  table.  They  had  not 
yet  appeared,  for  what  reafon  he  cduld  not  conceive.  He  wiftied 
to  know  from  the  noble  Secretary  of  Stat^,  when  they  were  likely 
to  be  produced ;  and  fccondly,  whether  there  was  any  difficulty  arifing 
from  the  manner  in  which  his  motion  was  worded.  If  fo,  he  was 
ready  to  alter  it  in  any  way  that  might  be  deemed  proper. 
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Lord  GRENVILLE  faid,  he  could  not  affign  a  reafoti  for  the 
delay,  but  that  he  would  make  inquiiy. 

The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE  obferved,  that  he  (hould  take 
the  prcfcnt  opportunity  of  the  noble  Secretary  of  State's  being  in  hii 
place,  to  call  their  Lordlhips'  attention  to  another  fubjeft  which  he 
thought  was  of  confiderable  importance  t6  their  Lordfhips  and  to  the 
Public.  The  prefcnt  fefliort/  he  remarked,  was  very  far  advanced, 
and  not  the  fmalleft  mention  had  been  made,  or  notice  taken  of  the 
opening  campaign.  His  Majefty's  Minifters  had  promifed  to  give 
the  earlicft  information  poffible  on  this  intercfting  head,  yet  though 
the  feafon  for  commencing  another  campaign  was  greatly  advanced, 
nothing  had  tranfpircd  from  them  on  the  fubjed.  He  (hould  be  glad 
CO  know  the  reafon  of  this,  and  to  have  fuch  information  as  in  their 
power  to  convnunicate,  laid  before  their  Lord(hips.  There  was 
another  circumftance  alfo  Which  preffcd  upon  his  mind  relative  to 
the  Emperor's  loan.  He  wi(hed  to  know  what  call  would  be  made 
on  the  Public  on  that  head,  and  how  much  money  had  already  been 
advanced  to  the  Emperor.  He  was  afraid  a  fum  great  and  alarming, 
beyond  the  conception  and  imagination  of  mod  men,  had  already 
been  granted  to  the  Emp<*ror,  without  being  fubmitted  to  the  confi* 
deration  of  Parliament.  He  (hould,  therefore,  make  a  motion  re- 
fpcfling  this  bufinefs  of  the  loan,  unlefs  the  noble  Secretary  of  State 
gave  him  fuch  information  as  might  render  it  unneccHary  for  hini 
fo  to  do. 

Lord  GRENVILLE  faid,  that  with  regard  to  the  firft  part  of 
the  noble  Earl's  requeft  (the  opening  of  the  campaign)  all  he  could 
fav,  w«s,  that  he  had  not  received  anv  commands  fmm  'His  Ma- 
jefty  to  communicate  any  information  to  their  Lordrtiips,  and  there- 
fore it  was  not  proper  in  his  place,  as  a  L«rd  of  Parliament,  to  do 
fo.  As  to  the  other,  as  far  ds  accounts  could  be  made  out,  he  had 
no  obje6lions  to  their  being  laid  before  their  Lord(hips. 

The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE  then  moved,  that  "  aA  account 
of  fuch  farther  fums  of  money  ai  His  Majelty  has.  been  induced  to 
order  to  be  iffued  to  His  Imperial  Majeftyj  fpecifying  dates,  &c. 
fincc  the  laft  return,  be  laid  before  theit  Lord(hips." — Ordered. 

The  order  of  die  dav  on  the  motion  relative  to  the  recall  of  Earl 
Fltzwilliam,  being  called  for  by  fevcral  noble  Lords, 

The  Earl  of  GUILFORD  begged  leave  to  ftate  to  the  Houfe, 
that  he  thought  it  would  be  hardly  poflTible  to  bring  forward  the  mo-» 
tion,  of  which  the  noble  Duke  had  given  notice,  on  account  of  the 
indifpofition  of  a  noble  Secretary  of  State  (the  Duke  of  Portland), 
whp  was  confiderably  interetted  in  the  fubje<ft.  He  therefore  fub- 
mitted it  to  the  Houfe,  whcthef  it  \Yould  not  be  more  fatlsfa^Storv 
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to  their  Lorddiips,  and  to  the  Public  at  laige,  to  defer  the  dUcuflion 
of  this  important  bufinefs  to  fome  day  when  their  Lo)rd(hips  might 
have  the  advantage  of  the  attejiidance  of  that  noble  Duke. 

The  Duke  of  NORFOLK  obferved  that  a  noble  Earl,  who 
had  lately  been  recalled  &om  an  high  and  important  (lationy  came 
down  to  that  Houfe  and  charged  Admimftration  with  implicating 
his  charaflcr  unjuflly  ;  and  csjled  on  them  to  name  a  day  to  inqui  e 
into  all  the  circumfbinccs  of  the  tranfadion.  Blame  ^ere  certainly 
exided  fomewhere,  and  it  flruck  him  fo  forcibly^  as  being  eflential 
to  the  dignity  of  that  Houfe  to  inquire  into  the  fubjeft,  that  he  had 
determined  to  bring  it  before  their  Lordfliips.  One  Minifter  was 
prevented  from  attending  in  the  Houfe  to-day,,  and  it  was  fuppofed 
tliat  the  queftion  referred  to  the  department  of  that  Minifter  in  par- 
ticular ;  this  feemed  to  be  die  reafon  why  this  bufinefs  ihbuld  be  de- 
ferred. It  did  not  appear  to  him  to  be  a  fufficient  reafon  ;  but  be 
would  be  guided  by  their  Lordlhips,  if  they  would  be  pleafed  to 
fugged  their  opinion.  As  there  were  two  parties  concerned  in  this 
buiincfs.  His  Majefty's  Minifters  and  the  noble  Earl,  he  (hould  ra- 
ther wifli  to  know  what  was  their  difpofition,  than  to  do  any  thing 
on  his  own  part ;  and  there  might  be  fomewhat  of  delicacy  from  the 
abfenceof  one  noble  Peer  fuppofed  to  be  partfcularly  interefted.  Un- 
i?villingy  therefore,  to  do  any  thing  until  he  (hould  know  the  wi(be$ 
of  either  lide,  he  (hould  poftpone  his  motion ;  if,  on  the  contrary, 
it  was  thought  neccflary  by  the  Houfe,  he  was  ready  to  proceed. 

The  Earl  of  GUILFORD  was  (till  of  opinion  that  die  difcuffioa^ 
ought  not  to  be  gone  into  in  the  abfence  of  tlic  noble  Duke.     He* 
thought  it  would  be  more  fatisfadlory  to-themfelves,  to  the  people 
of  this  country,  and  to  the  people  of  Irdand,  not  to  pnxreed  in  the 
abfence  of  the  noble  Duke,  and  therefore  he  muft  per(ifl  in  deiirii^ 
to  poftpone  the  fubjeA. 

The  Earl  of  MOIRA  was-  of  the  fame  opinion.  He  adverted 
to  a  declaration  made  upon  the  iionour  of  a  gentleman  in  the  Houfe 
of  Commons  in  Ireland,  whiah  implied  that  every  thing  was  pcr- 
f«<91y  well  underftood  by  the  parties  before  the  noble  Earl  quitted 
England.  It  therefore  occurred  to  him,  that  to  proceed  in-  his 
abfence  would  be  a  mark  of  difrefpeA  to  the  noble  Duke,  without 
being  of  any  advantage  to  the  Houfe.  The  noble  Duke  ou^t  to 
have  an  opportunity  of  taking  his  (hare  in  the  difcuflion. 

,The  Earl  of  GUILFORD  moved,  that  the  order  of  the  day 
be  di(chai^Qd,  and  a  new  order  made,  fixing  fome  future  day  for 
proceeding  on  the  bufinefs. 

The  Duke  of  NORFOLK  did  not  thiric  tfiat  the  indifpofition 
of  the  noble  Duke  was  a  fufficient  caufe  for  poftponing  the  modon. 
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He  did  not  fee  how  hls'prefence  was  (o  very  eflentially  neccflary  as 
had  been  fiated.  It  was  d'ue,  as  Secretary  of  State,  the  greateft  part 
of  the  correfpondence  had  pafled  through  his  department  ^  but  he  un- 
derfiood  that  the  mod  bhrne,  if  any  there  w^,  would  be  found  to 
reft  with  thofe  of  His  Majefty's  Minifters  in  the  Cabinet,  who  held 
ftations  of  refponfibility,  and  who  had  made  ftipulations  from  which 
they  had  afterwards  receded.  However,  as  it  feemed  to  be  the  in* 
clination  of  a,niajority  of  their  Lordlhips,  that  the  order  of  the  day 
l}e  difchai]ged,  and  a  new  one  made,  he  (houtd  not  offer  any  farther 
dbje^on. 

Lord  GR£N  VILLE  faid,  he  had  no  objection  cither  one  way 
•or  the  other  ;  he  only  begged  it  to  be  underftood,  that  he  did  not 
affent  to  any  thing  that  had  been  faid  upon  the  fubjcft  that  day. 

The  Duke  of  NORFOLK  propofcd  Tuefday  next  to  proceed  on , 
the  bufinefs,  and  moved  that  on  that  day  their  Loidfliips  be  fum- 
mooed. 

The  Earl -of  LAUDERDALE  was,  of  opinion,- that  Tuefday 
would  be  too»early  a  day.  If  the  noble  Duke  was  fo  fcrioufly  and 
alarmingly  ill,  as,  he  was  forry  to  fay,  he  underftood  he  was,  it 
^ould  be  abfurd  to  fuppofe  that  there  would  be  any  thing  like  a  cer-  . 
taioty  of  his  being  able  to  attend  the  Houfe  on  fo  early  a  day  as 
the  one  propofed.  As  it  feemed  to  be  the  opinion  of  fume  noble 
Lords,  that  the  prefence  of  his  Grace  was  eflentially  neceffary,  the 
beft  way  would  be  to  fix  a  day  fo  far  diftant,  as  might  bring  the  at- 
tendance of  the  noble  Duke,  by  his  recovery,  within  the  fcalc  of 
probability ;  and  therefore  he  would  fubmit  it  to  the  noble  Duke, 
to  poftpbne  it  to  fome  day  more  diftant  than  the  one  he  had  named. 

The  Duke  of  NORFOLK,  after  a  few  words  expreffive  of  his 
defire  to  do  every  thing  which  might  accommodate  the  feelings  of  the 
noble  Duke  who  Faboured  under  a  prefent  indifpoiition,  propofcd  to- 
morrow fe'nnight,  wluch  was  immediately  agreed  to,  and  the  Lords 
ordered  to  be  fummoned  for  that  day. 

Friday y    \Jl  May* 

Lord  GREN VILLE  moved  the  order  of  the  d^v,  which  was  to 
take  His  Majefty's  meflage  on  the  affairs  of  the  Prince  of  Wales  in- 
to conSdcration. 

The  meilage  being  read. 

Lord  Grenville,  in  conformity  to  the  notice  he  had  given,  rofe 

for  the  purpofe  of  movhii^  an  Addrcfs  to  His  Majefty.      He  did  not 

intend  to  enter  jnto  any  detail  on  the  prefent  occafion,  bcciufc  tiiat 

'  Ihould  be  left  to  a  future  opportunit)^      It  was  not  proper,  in  his 

opinion,  -for  dieir  Lordftiips  to  come  to  any  fpecific  refolutiun  that 
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might  bind  them  upon  this  affair,  for  various  reafons,  one  of  -^vhich 
was  obvious,  he  nneant  the  practice  of  ParHamcnt,  by  which  it  was 
underftood  that  all  Icgiflaiivc  mcafurcs  rclaring  to  piiblic  f^xj^ence?, 
(hould  originate  in  the  other  Honfe  of  PariiJiment.  He  hcpeti  that 
what  he  had  to  propofc  wonld  meet  with  the  unanimous  ancurrencc 
of  the  Houfc,  for  it  was  notJung  mere  than  an  anfwer  to  His  Ma- 
jefty's  iTicfTagc  in  general  terms,  confiftcntly  wjtli  the  refpt^S^  whidi 
was  due  to  the  Throne.  His  Lordfhip  faid,  that  he  believe  J  cvcT- 
noble  Lord  who  heard  him,  would  concur  In  fcntiment,  that  i: 
vas  liighly  eflential  to  the  intercft  of  the  nn^ion  that  the  htnour  nn  j 
dignity  of  the  heir  apparent  to  the  Crown  (hoi: Id  be  fup^orted  ujtii 
every  neceflary  and  convenient  degree  of  fplen^iour  and  of  ccimtorr. 
The  means  by  which  this  was  to  be  done  wert*  not  now  immcdfatcly 
before  the  Houfe,  nor  would  perhaps  be  regularly  fo  for  fomc  time 
to  come.  What  meafures  (hould  be  taken  to  relieve  his  Royal 
Highnefs  from  his  embarraflfment,  to  prevent  his  being  fubje^ed  to 
any  fuch  hereafter,  or  even  what  (hould  be  his  cdabliChment,  were 
points  for  future  oonfideration.  He  (hould  now  move  that  an  Ad- 
dreffi  be  prefented  to  His  Majefty,  to  return  to  His  Majefty  didr 
Lord(hips'  thanks  for  his  gracious  communication.  To  zffim  H» 
Majefty  of  the  intcreft  their  Lorrifhipsliad  in  the  happinefs  of  His 
Majei^,  and  every  branch  of  his  iliufhious  family.  And  that  their 
Lordfhips  will  take  the  fubje£t  of  His  Majefty's  gracious  communis 
cation  into  their  mod  ferious  confideration,  and  that  they  will  be 
ready  to  concur  in  fuch  meafures  as  may  be»  under  all  the  drcum- 
Aancesy  thought  nccefTary  for  making  a  provifion  for  his  Royal  High^ 
Jiefs  the  Prince  of  Wales,  &c. 

The  Addrefs  being  read  and  the  queftion  put. 

The  Earl  of  GUILFORD  obferved,  that  he  did  not  rife  widi 
the  moft  diftant  intention  of  oppofing  the  Addrefs  whith  had  juft 
been  read  ;  on  the  contrary,  he  thought  it  highly  laudable,  as  the 
noble  Secretary  of  State  had  very  cautioufly  and  prudently  worded 
it  in  fuch  a  manner  as  not  to  bind  that  Houfe  to  any  thing  whatever, 
His  Lordfhip  allowed  that  this  was  certainly  not  the  time  to  enter 
Into  any  detail  upon  the  fubje(fl ;  notwithftanding  which  he  could  not 
forbear  mentioning  fomc  things  which  forcibly  impreifed  his  mind 
relative  to  It.  Th'S  was  a  matter  of  the  grcateft  moment,  whether 
viewed  with  regard  to  the  nation  or  to  his  Royal  Highnefs  ;  and  it 
would  be  elTentially  neceflary,  that  in  relieving  that  high  perfonagc 
from  ihofe  inf!umbranccs  which  now  prcflcd  upon  him,  no  referve 
(liould  be  made —  no  concealment  fliould  be  attempted;  but  that 
every  particle  which  was  really  owing,  (hould  be  aftually  and  i^na 
fide  difcharged,  and  that  to  the  ytmoft  farthing.     If  this  was  not 
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done,  nothing  would  be  done  effedually,  and  the  Royal  perfonage 
al!u«i(  d  to,  would  be  in  as  difagreeable  cli  cum  (lances  in  a  fliprt  time 
heni^e,  as  he  is  ^nid  to  be  at  the  prefent  moment.  As  to  the  mode 
of  pavTPcnt  of  the  debts  of  his  Royal  Highnefs,  his  Lordfhip  did 
not  think  it  was  of  much  confequence  whether  an  additional  fum 
was  atJdcd  to  his  Royal  Highncfs's  income  in  order  to  be  folely  ap- 
propriated to  the  payment  of  his  debts,  or  whether  the  whole  (hould 
be  paid  at  once,  and  an  inrereft  raifed  upon  the  Public,  inftead  of 
fuc4i  additional  eftablifhmcnt.  At  all  events,  howeyer,  his  Lord- 
fliip  V  as  clearly  of  opinion,  that  from  the  exccflive  rife  in  all  the 
aVticles  of  provifion  and  family  concerns,  a  much  higher  c{bbli(h- 
ment  ought  to  be  allowed  at  prefent  than  had  ever  been  granted  to 
«ny  former  Prince  of  Wales.  After  having  faid  thus  much,  he  could 
fiot  think  himfelfjuAified  in  fitting  down  without  adding,  that  he 
thought  it  extremely  neceffary  that  the  latter  part  of  the  meflage 
fliould  be  minutely  and  ftri6Hy  attended  to,  and  that  every  pofTible 
check  fhould  be  placed  fo  as  to  put  it  altogether  out  of  his  Royal 
Highnefs's  power  ever  to  involve  himfelf  in  fuch  embarraiTments  in 
future,  and  to  (hew  that  every  Prince  of  Wales  hereafter  might  not 
fuppofe  that  he  had  an  unlimited  credit  upon  the  purfe  of  the  nation.^ 
Having  faid  this,  he  Wjis  happy  to  fay  he  concurred  entirely  in  the 
prefent  Addrefs* 

Lord  GREN VTLLE  was  extremely  happy  to  hear  what  had 
been  cxprefled  by  the  noble  Earl.  He  entirely  coin^ri^cd  with  him 
in  opinion  upon  all  the  topics  he  had  mentioned,  and  he  could  afTure 
the  noble  E^rl  and  the  Houfc,  tliat  when  the  matter  came  to  be  dif- 
cuflfed,  it  would  be  found  that  in  every  meafure  ia  which  he  had 
any  concern  relating  to  it,  the  utmoA  cautiqn  would  be  ufed  to  pre* 
vent  any  of  thole  inconveniences  which  the  noble  Earl  had  alluded 
to.  fie  afTured  th^ir  X^rdihips  that  he  had  no  other  reafon  for  not 
entering  motp  fully  into*  the  fubjc£l,  than  that  this  did  not  appear 
to  him  to  b^  a  fit  feafon  for  tba^  purpofe. 

The  Addrefs  was  then  agreed  to  nem,  dtffl 

Monday f  4th  May,  to  Thur/day,  ']th  May^  inclujive. 

No  debate. 

Friday,   Sth  May. 

The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE  begged  leave  to  call  to  the  a- 
coUedion  of  their  Lordfl)i|  t  that  fomc  confiderable  time  pad  he 
had  made  a  motion  for  certain  papers  to  be  laid  on  the  table  of  that 
Houfe,  which  had  been  ordered  accordingly.  That  a  few  days 
f^Q  he  had  complained  of  thofe  papers  not  having  been  produced,  at 
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^Wch  time  the  noble  Secretary  of  State  had  anfwered  that  he  did 
not  know  the  reafbn  why  the  papei^s  alluded  to  had  not  been  laid 
oh  the  table,  but  that  he  would  inquire  into  it.  Since  that 
trme,  certain  papers  had  been  laid  on  the  table,  purporting  to  be 
the  papers  which  h&  had  moved  for,  but  he  delired  to  fubmit  to  the 
Houfe,  that  thofe  papers  now  produced  were  not  the  whole  of  the 
papers  he  had  moved  for.  His  Lordfhip  faid,  that  his  motion 
went  to  all  the  .papers  on  the  fubjeft  to  whiSi  ihcy  related,  in  the 
fcvcral  offices  of  the  different- Secretaries  of  State.  He  had  under- 
flood,  and  he  believed  it  was  generally  undcrfl(X)d  by  the  coundy, 
that  there  were  three  Secretaries  of  State,  whereas  the  papers  laid  on 
the  table  only  related  to  the  offices  oiiwo  Secretaries  of  State.  He 
conceived,  diercfore,  that  the  noble  Secretary  of  State  ou^t  U)give 
his  rcafons  why  all  the  papers  had  not  been  produced  from  the  three 
offices,  acccnrding  to  the  order  which  had  been  made  on  the  fubjed. 

Lord  GRENVItLE  faid,  that  all  the  papers  moved  for  had,  in 
his  opinion^  beeo  laid  before  the  Houfe.  He  allowed  that,  nomi- 
nally, there  were  three  Secretaries  of  State,  but  he  was  happy  to 
fay,  for  the  intereft  of  this  country,  that  the  bufinefs  was  done  by 
two  Offices,  and  a  confi^erable  fe\ing  to  the  Public  tliereby  made. 
This  being  the  cafe,  and  all*  the  papers  of  the  two  Offices  being 
laid  on  the  table,  his  Lordflup  conceived  every  dung  had  been 
done  which  cither  the  motiort  or  the  order  required. 

The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE  expreffed  himfclfby  no  means 
fatisfiod  with  what  had  fallen  from  Lord  Grenvitle  rcfpefling  the 
prodt]£Hon  of  thofe  papers,  or  tibe  offices  of  the  feyeral  Secretaries  of 
State'.  Tlie  noble  Secretary  had  fbted,  that  die  butincfs  of  three 
Secretaries  was  doTK  at  *twO  offices,  widi  a  confiderable  faving  to 
the  Public.  He  (hould  have  been  glad  to  have  heard,'  and  he 
thought  it  was  neccffary  it-  fhould  be  (bewn,  how  that  faving  was 
msfde  out.  Much  had  been  *  taid  diat'  a  certain  right  honourable 
gentleman  undertook  the  drudgcrj'  and  fatigue  of  office,  without  re- 
ceiving the  emoluments  ;  but,  in  his  mind,  this  ought  to  be  made 
apparent.  Certain,  his  Lordfhip  faid,  he  was,  that  there  were 
three  Secretaries  of  State,  one  of  whom,  he  had  no  doubt,  would 
be  frequently  alluded  to  in  the  courfc  of  die  prcfent  evening ;  and 
fome  farther  proof  than  mere  affertion  ought  to  be  adduced  refpcil- 
ingfo  imjx)rtant  a  bufmefs,  before  dieir  Lordfbips  would  be  fatis- 
ficd  that  the  papers  now  laid  on  the  tabic  w^rc  all  diat  ouglit  to  be 
produced.  His  Lordfhip  faid,  he  woulS  not  at  prcfent  make  any 
motion  on  the  fubjed  ;  but  he  requeftcd  the  Houfe  to  take  notice^ 
that  lie  intended  on  a  future  day  to  move,  that  their  LorJihips  be. 
fumnioncd  on   Wcdncfdav,  die  27th  of  this  month.     He  would 
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not  txf  any  thing  at  prcfent  of  the  nature  of  his  motlony  becaufe  hf 
knew  the  unwarrantable  advantages  which  were  too  often  taken  of 
(uch  notices  otit  of  doors. 

Lord  GREN  VILLE  faid,  that  as  the  noble  Earl  had  not  thought 
proper  to  mention  the  nature  of  his  nvotion,  he  could  fay  nothing 
more  to  it  at  prefent  than  this— that  he  Should  be  ready  to  meet  it 
whenever  the  noble  Earl  (hould  thmk  fit  to  put  thca.  Lordlhips  in 
poffcffion  of  its  purport  and  intent. 

The  order  of  rhc  day  being  moved,  on  wMch  the  Houfc  had  been 
fommoned,  ^ 

The  Duke  of  NORFOLK  rofe  to  make  his  promifcd  motion* 
His  Grace  fatd,  that  the  matter  which  he  had  now  t»  bring  forward 
was  of  magnitude  fufficicnt  to  attract  the*  attention  of  their  Lord- 
ihips.  The  honour  and  the  chara6^er  of  a  very  diftinguifficd  indi-t 
vidual  were  involved  in  it.  His  fame  and  reputation  had  been  fe« 
vcrely  wounded  by  the  condu<St  of  Minifters,  in  having  advifed  His 
Majefty  to  recall  him  from  an  important  ftation..  This  was  not 
»11 ;  for  the  fubje6t  involved  matter  of  more  imjwrtancc  than  even 
the  honour  or  the  life  of  any  individual— the  probable  tranquHlitjr 
of  the  fifter  kingdom  and  of  this.  He  regretted  that  the  bufinefs 
had  not  fallen  into  abler  hands  than  his  ;  but  he  would  proceed  upon 
it  as  well  as  he  was  able  ;  and  firft,  he  fhould  obfcrvc,  that  he  re- 
joiced, as  he  believed  their  Lordfbips  would  rejoice,  that  the  caufc 
which  on  a  former  day  occafioned  the  delay  of  the  difcuflion  of  this 
fobjcft,  (the  illnefs  of  ffie  Duke  of  Portland)  no  longer  exifted,  al- 
though, in  his  view  of  the  fubjedl,  k  was  no  caufe  of  delay  at  all ; 
for  he  was  of  opinion,  that  their  Lordfhips-  might  have  proceeded 
^vith  perfect  pmpricty  in  the  abfence  of  the  noble  Duke ;  but,  as. 
many  of  their  Lordlhips  thought  otlicrwife,  he  cor)fented  to  the  dc- 
hy  that  had  taken  placc- 

The  queftion  here  to  be  difcuflTed  was  not,  in  his  opinion,  be- 
tween the  noble  Earl  who  had  been  recalled,  and  the  noble  Duke 
who  communicated  His  Majcfty's  commands  upon  that  fubjecft,  but 
between  the  noble  Earl  and  that  part  of  His  Majefty's  Privy  Coun- 
cil denominated  the  Cabinet.  In  their  atl  as  a  body,  no  one  indt- 
vidual  was  more  implicated  than  another.  What  paffcd  there  was 
the  a6t  of  all ;  and  the  mci«  tranfmitting  of  die  rcfult  out  of  a.  par- 
ticular ofBce,  was  a  matter  of  no  importance  ;  in  that  refpeft  the 
noble  Duke  could  do  no  more  than  to  give  directions  to  his  clerks 
to  tranfmit  the  difpatch  according  to  orders.  The  queftion,  there- 
fore, was,  whether  the  noble  Earl  had  fo  far  violated  his  duty,  ei- 
ther from  vanity  and  weaknefs,  or  any  odicr  caufe,  fo  as  to  make 
it  matter  of  juAice  or  prudence  to  recall  htm  for  die  bkty  of  the. 
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State ;  or  whether  Miniftcrs  had  departed  from  their  duty,  from 
ivantonnefs  or  caprice,  or  any  finiftcr  party  views  of  their  own,  and 
improperly  advifed  His  Majefty  upon  that  fubjefl  ?  He  mui\  now 
tequefl  the  indulgence  of  their  Lordfliips,  while  he  tock  at  view  of 
the  fituation  of  this  country,  from  a  time  confiderably  anterior  to 
the  date  of  this  recall.  At  the  time  of  the  American  war,  their 
Lordfliips  would  rccolledj  that  there  was  a  Very  confidcrable  party 
who  oppofed  both  the  principle  pf  that  war,  and  the  manner  in 
which  it  was  carried  on.  That  party  fucceded  at  laft  in  removii^ 
the, Mini (ler  of  the  Executive  Government  that  conduced  it,  and 
wore  called  to  take  upon  themfclves  the  helm  of  aflairs.  The  death 
of  the  Marquis  of  Rockingham>  which  could  never  be  fufBcicntly 
lamented  by  the  nation,  occalioncd  a  new  change,  and  a  noble  Lord, 
whom  he  was  forry  not  to  fee  in  his  place,  then  Earl  of  Shelbume, 
fucceeded  to  the  AdminiAration.  A  peace  at  that  time  was  thcgc- 
neral  wiih,  and  the  noble  Earl  ncgociated  and  concluded  one,  which 
was  however  of  fuch  a  nature,  as  to  meet  with  confiderable  difap- 
probation,  and  the  confequence  was,  that  he  too  was  put  firom 
power,  and  an  Admioiftntion  fucceeded  which,  he  need  hardly 
remind  their  Lordlhips,  was  called  the  Coalition.  By  them  a  bill 
was  brought  in  for  the  diredion  and  management  of  the  afiairs  of 
the  Ead- India  Company,  which  was  by  many  thougjht  a  very  ftrong 
meafure  at  lead,  and  although  it  pafled  the  Houfe  of  Commons, 
was  arreted  in  its  progrefs  through  their  Lordfhips'  Houfe,  and 
rcjcflcd.  The  fall  of  that  Coalition  from  power  was  the  ncccflary 
confequence  ;  :\nd  an  Adminiflration  fucceeded,  headed  by  a  young 
man,  whofe  green  youth  was  thought  to  be  more  than  counierba- 
lanced  by  extraordinary  genius,  and  whofe  hereditary  claims  to  the 
hopes  and  opinion  of  the  Nation,  tended  even  ftill  more  than  his 
brilliant  talents  to  raife  him  to  power.  He,  however,  with  all  the 
weight  of  Ropl  patronage  in  his  favour,  ftill  felt  that  he  held  his 
power  by  only  a  precarious  tenure,  as  the  Parliament  then  in  being 
feemed  not  indifpofed  to  mark  his  call  to  that  power  as  unconftitu- 
tional.  He  therefore  advifed  the  Sovereign  to  call  a  new  Parlia- 
ment, and  that  Parliament,  as  well  as  the  Lords,  concurred  in  for- 
tifying him,  and  keeping  him  in  ofRce.  Candour,  his  Grace  faid, 
muft  own,  and  he  would  always  be  forward  to  acknowledge,  that 
to  that  right  honourable  gentleman's  plan  for  dimini(King  the  nanonal 
debt,  the  nation  was  greatly  in(^ebted.  It  had  rcfcued  the  kingdom 
from  calamities  that  feemed  difficult  to  be  averted.  Impartiality  de- 
manded fo  much.  Would  to  God,  he  exclaimed,  that  I  could  go 
farther !  But  from  that  time  down  to  the  prefent  day,  every  fuccccd- 
ing  z€t  of  that  Minifter  fccmcd  to  be  ftill  more  ccnfurable  tlian  tJic 
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former,  and  more  loudly  to  call  upon  Parliament  to  refort  to  thofe 
meafures  which  had  been  in  fo  many  cafes  affiled  with  falutary  ef- 
k&.  In  17899  the  French  people,  compelled  by  a  fyftem  of 
Court  oppreflion,  which  the  bliiulnefs  of  fuppofcd  fecurity,  and  the 
inveterate  obftinacy  of  habitual  defpodfrny  prevented  the  Court  of 
Vetfailles  from  removing^  effected  a  change  in  the  Government  of 
that  country.  Abufes  became  intolerable,  and  the  people  undertook 
the  ta(k  of  reforming  for  themfelves.  A  neceflity  to  be  (leplored  ; 
for  when  the  people  reformed  for  themfelves,  they  reformed  mifc- 
lably ;  and  here  he  thought  the  inability  of  our  Minifters  became 
confpicuous.  A  combination  was  formed  by  the  Powen  of  Europe, 
who  were  fearful  of  the  c&td  which  this  revolution  mig^t  produce 
in  dieir  own  dominions.  Under  this  was  formed  the  treaty  of  Pil* 
nitz,  a  combination  which  no  Slate  had  a  right  to  form  againft  an- 
other. Our  Minifters  (hould,  in  his  opinion,  have  come  forward 
to  prevent  that  combination.  This,  his  Grace  conGdered  as  a 
glorious  opportunity  for  the  Court  of  Great  Britain  to  have  raifed 
the  chara^er  of  this  country  among  the  nations  of  Europe,  to  have 
eftablilhed  their  own  fame  on  a  lafting  foundation,  to  luve  fecured 
tliis  country  from  the  miferies  and  defolation  of  war,  and  above  all, 
to  have  averted  the  fiite  which  befell  the  unfortunate  vi^ms  who 
afterwards  fell  in  France,  and  prevented  all  the  fubfequent  atroci- 
ties: unfortunately  they  aded  a  different  part;  the  confequences 
were  too  obvious  to  be  difcuiled ;  and  although  no  official  documents 
were  l>efore  the  Houfe^  to  ground  a  pofitive  aflertion,  yet  he  believed 
it  was  not  denied  that  they  were  found  interfering  with  the  French 
concerns  at  the  treaty  of  Pilnitz. 

It  happened  that  a  gentleman  who  belonged  to  the  party  he  ef- 
peufed  (Mr.  Burke),  a  man  of  the  mod  extenfive  knowledge,  and 
the  brighteft  genius  of  modem  times,  had  unfortunately,  though  he 
believed  with  the  moft  pure  intentions,  written  a  book  againft  the 
French  revolution,  fraught  with  knowledge  both  in  men  and  books^ 
which  contained fome  ftrong  and  undeniable  truths,  conveyed  in  the 
mod  eloquent  language  that  perfuafion  could  aflTume— but  at  the 
fame  time  inculcating  principles  and  broaching  dodbines,  not  only 
fubverfive  of  the  truft  conftttutional  rights  of  Englifhmen,  but  disk* 
metrically  contradi£lory  to  the  Whig  principles,  which  he,  in  com- 
mon with  his  part^,  profeffed— the  principles  of  the  revolution  of 
1688.  To  this  ONOok,  the  effedt  of  which  on  the  minds  of  the 
greater  part  of  Europe  was  beyond  calculation,  an  anfwer  was  writ- 
ten by  a  Mr.  Thomas  Paine-— a  man  who^  although  nearly  as  in- 
ferior in  genius  as  in  learning  and  knowledge,  was  yet  poflefled  of 
tonfiderable  ubility,  and  particularly  of  a  talent  for  that  kind  of  writ- 
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ifig  calculAtedfor  Ac  mericKsin  of  the  iptdlefis  of  the  lower  cla&  d 
peoplc>  to  appeal  to  their  pitjudicesy  and  aflail  their  £eeUi^  Thofe 
two  books  did  infinite  mifchief.  Happ^  would  it  have  .been  ibr 
mfiixtkind  that  thef  never  had  been  written.  The  confequences 
were  too  well  known*  The  agitation  they  produced  ferved  Mini* 
Tiers  as  a  pretext  for  doing  that  which  l;}iey  had,  from  the  beginnin(^ 
ihtended  to  do ;  and  on  the  final  overthrow  of  the  Monarch  and 
Monarchy  in  France,  Monf.  Chauvelin,  the  French  Mmider)  was 
ordered  to  quit  the  kipgdom.  The  Parliament  wa8  fummonod-* 
Che  Tower  was  fortiiied^^the  militia  M^as  drawn  out,  and  the  Par- 
liament, partajcing  of  tiie  alarm  thus  raifcd,  formally  voCed  their 
ftpfifrobation 'of  the  flep^  taken  by  Minifters.  Among  thofe  who 
W^re  influenced  by  this  panic,  were  many  refpedable  perfonages  of 
the  Whig  p9ir^.  They  gave  their  (upport  to  Minifters — gave  it, 
ba  was  convinced,  from  motives  the  mod  pure,  thoo^y  he  thg^hti 
on  :miAakai  principles.  Had  they  continued  to  give  that  fupi^rt, 
IWlthout  Sharing  in  t)ie  offices  of  Government,  they  would  m^only 
hayt  adpd  mo)^  to  their  own  hoQour,  but  more  to  the  adyaotage 
tMidcfedit  of  the,caufe  they  eipoofi^— -rbut  they  had  long  given  dicir 
jFbpport,  when ,  it  was  Aiggcfted  to  them  by  Minifters  that  thej 
'fliould  bUo  (hare  in  the  rc^niibilit}',  m  confequence  of  which  rbej 
liftened  to  oveiture^,  and  aKrcepted- offices,  upon  terms,  which  it 
.was  aiTerted  by  the  Minifters;,  would  contribute  to  the  harmony  of 
^e  realm.  Among  thofe  was  the  arrangement  with  reiped  to  Ire- 
landi  re^4ting;  which  he  would,  endeavour  fuccin£tly  toftateto 
their  LoitUhips  what  he  thought  and  what  he  knew.  He  did  not 
like  to  refer  to  documents  that  were  not  properly  before  their  Lord- 
ihips  in  an  authentic  form ;  but  they  all  knew  that  a  confldeiable 
delay  took  place  in  arrangements.  Whctlier  dut  arofe  from  the 
^difficulty  there  was  in  receiving  all  the  new  adherents,  or  in  heef- 
ing  the  oldoness  he  knew  not,  nor  was  it  material,  for  the  arrange- 
ments were  at  laft  fettled.  It  was  then  dearly  undcrftood  that  all 
reftraints  on  the  Catholics,  that  were  notabfolutclyneceflary  for  the 
iafety  of  the  State,  fhould  be  done  awa}''.  For  the  laft  forty  years, 
it  had  been  no^rious  tliat  the  Catholics  of  Ireland  had  been  fuffcf' 
ing  under  the  (haix^cfui  feverity  of  the  moft  unneceflfary,  cruel,  and 
oppreflive  reftridUons  which  the  darknefs  of^prgudice  could  affcnt 
to.  They  were  at  the  mercy  of  common  informers  ;  and  they  had 
nothing  to  refort  to  for  their  common  comfort  and  protedion,  but 
the  connivance  of  Govermnent.  And  wliile  it  bad  been  thus  the 
vile  policy  of  Minifters  thus  to  be  teazing  and  fretting  the  Rooian 
"Catholics  of  that  country  with  odious  diftindlions  about  religion,  and 
with  political  disqualifications,   they  {hut  up  from  them,  in  a  great 
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mcafuro,  die  ehance  of  conforming  to  the  eftablUhcd  Church ;  foi" 
it  was  a  well-known  feft,  that  in  the  compafs  of  many  miles  of 
that  country,  a  church  was  not  to  be  found,  iiifomuch,  that  it  was 
common  for  one  Clci^gyman  to  fay  artother,  **  You  have  got  a  good 
living,  for  there  is  no  Church  in  your  parifh."  As  to  religious  dif- 
qualiiication^,  he  conceived  that  rticy  could  properly  arifc  only  from 
political  ncceffity ;  when  that  neceffity  ccafed,  the  difqualification 
fhould  end  ;  and  as  the  Popery  laws  arofe  from  fear  of  Popifti  prc- 
tGnfions,  which  now  exift  no  more,  or  at  lead  are  no  loiter  dange** 
rous,  k  was  unjuft,  cruel,  and  impolitic,  to  fetter  a  people  merely 
for  conftnentious  fcruples  of  religion.  This  being  the  fituation  of 
Irdand,  he  could  not  poflibly  fuppofe  for  a  fingle  monnent  that  the 
noble  Earl  (hould  have  gone  there  upon  a  miflion  of  fuch  import- 
ance, with  any  doubt  as  ro  what  was  intended  to  be  done  upon  that 
point.  As  to  the  removal  of  any  particular  pcrfons  from  inferior 
ftations,  that  he  confidercd  to  be  always  a  thipg  of  courfe  under  the 
difcretion  of  fuperior  perfonages.  He  had  nothing  to  (ay  againft 
Mr,  Bcreiford,  or  any  other  gentleman  \  he  might  be  as  good  a 
man  as  his  fucceffor,  or  his  fucceflbr  as  good  as  him  ;  but  furely 
that  could  be  no  ground  for  the  recall  of  a  Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  . 
kirigdom.  The  noble  Duke  faid,  that  in  a  change  of  Adminiftia- 
tion  he  had  himfelf  bieen  rempvcd,  hut  he  thouglit  nothing  of  it,  be- 
caufe  it  was  a  general  rule  in  all  new  AdminiOrations.  Under  all 
thcfe  imprcflions  the  noble  Earl  went  to  Ireland.  It  was  necei&ry 
that  all  parties  (hould  be  cordially  united  in  oi^c  general  fentiment  | 
vrhedicr  it  was  confidered  that  they  were  to  protc^  the  ifland  from 
invafioD,  or  to  deftroy  domeftic  difcord.  When  the  noble  Earl  ar- 
rived in  Ireland,  Mr.  Grattan,  from  wcll-undcrftood  inflru£tiqns^ 
no  douU,  flood  forward,  and  dated  that  the  Catholics  were  to  be 
relieved^  Fipm  his  juftly-acquired  fame,  there  was  every  reafonj 
under  all  the  circumfianccs,  to  apprehend  that  every  thing  under  the 
new  order  of  things  was  to  be  accomplKbcd.  That  gentleman  had 
flood  nobly  forward  on  another  occaflon  as  the  champion  of  the  Iriflx 
caufe^  and  for  his  fucqefsful  exertions,  the  Parliament  of  Ireland 
had  voted  bim  a  rcmuneratioa  larger  than  any  that  Parliament  ever 
voted  before  to  any  individual,  except  to  the  Earl  of  Chatham*  In 
this  UtuatioD  did  Mr.  Grattan  fland  forward.  Parliament  heard  the 
tidings  with  joy,  and  fo  did  the  Public.  They  voted  thanks  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant ;  they  came  forward  with  alacrity,  and  votod  niuch 
larger  fums  of  nvoncy  for  the  public  fervice  than  ever  they  had  done 
before.  They  confented  ip  the  mofl  lavifli  taxation  without  a  mur« 
n^ur.  The  Catholics,  brought  t9  thispitch  of  expeftation^  founf 
of  a  fudden  the  Lord  Lieutenant  recalled,  and  all  their  hopes  vaniftx. 
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The  cup  was  fuddenly  daihed  from  their  lips,  and  die  whole  coun- 
tiy  was  thrown  into  oonfufion.  Thus  did  Minifters  tear  open 
.  wounds  which  were  beginning  to  bear  the  afpefi  of  healing.  And 
iiere  he  eameiUy  deprecated  and  cautioned  Minifters  to  beware  how 
they  adopted  any  meafure  that  tended  to  riik  the  amity  whieh  fub- 
lUled  between  the  two  kingdoms.  Some  perfons  mighti  peiiiapsy 
thinks  that  the  lofles  we  fuflained  on  account  of  America,  or  the 
loTs  of  America  itfelf,  was  trifling ;  but  he  knew  not  of  any  one  who 
would  fay  that  the  lois  of  Ireland  would  not  make  a  dreadful  havock 
to  Great  Britain  and  to  Ireland.  He  thought  that  in  this  fituation 
the  time  was  come,  when  the  inquifitorial  power  of  Parliament  ova 
the  condudt  of  Minifters  ought  to  be  exerted.  He  concluded  with 
moving. 

That  an  humble  Addrefs  be  prefcnted  to  His  Majefly,  that  he  will  be 
graciouily  pleafed  to  direct  that  there  be  laid* before  this  Houfe,  fuchpan 
of  the  correfpondence  between  His  Majefty's  MiniHers,  and  £ari  Ficz- 
william,  late  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  a^  relates  to  the  motives,  and 
groonds  of  his  recal  from  the  Government  of  the  faid  kingdom,  durin^^ 
a;feffion  of  Parliament,  in  which  the  two  Houfes  of  Parliament  had  voted 
their  confidence  in  him,  and  of  their  approbation  of  his  condufi,  ud 
with  a  munificence  unexampled^  had  granted  fupplies  for  the  general 
exigencies  of  the  flate.. 

The  Earl  of  COVENTRY  faid,  he  refpedcd  the  noble  Earl 
whoTe  recal  was  the  fubje6l  of  difcuffion,  as  much  as  any  of  their 
Lord(hips  could,  but  he  could  not  affent  to  the  prefcnt  modon. 
He'  had  underftood  that  a  charge  (hould  always  precede  a  defence. 
He  had  heard  nothing  againft  the  noble  Earl,  and  therefore  he  thought 
it  unneceflary  to  take  this  meafure.  He  apprehended  diat  their 
Lordfhips  ought  not  to  interfere  in  this  cafe,  for  it  was  a  matter 
reding  entirely  on  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown.  Suppofe  His  Ma- 
jefly  were  to  change  his  Miniders  to-morrow,  would  the  noble  Lord 
who  wiihed  this  bufinefs  to  be  invcfligated  promote  a  parliamentary 
inquiry  ?  The  noble  Earl  went  to  the  Government  of  Ireland  with 
as  fair,  honourable,  and  diftinguifbcd  a  name  as  ever  man  poffcflcd, 
and  he  thought  he  had  returned  unfullied  ;  why  then  call  for  an  in- 
quiry that  would  involve  the  difcuflfion  of  Cabinet  fccrets?  For 
thefe  reafons  he  hoped  their  Lordfhips  would  diffent  from  this  mo- 
tion. As  to  the  breach  the  recall  of  Lord  Fitzwilliam  was  faid  to 
have  made,  he  put  it  to  their  Lord(hips'  confideration,  whether,  if 
fuch  a  breadi  was  made,  the  motion  of  the  noble  Duke»  and  die 
difcuiTion  in  diat  houfe,  could  tend  to  heal  it.  >  Finally,  he  obfer- 
ved,  that  the  political  hidory  of  feven' years  paft,  with  which  die 
noble  'Duke  had  edified  and  entertained  the  houfe,  deferved  thdr 
Lordlbips'  gratitude.     The  excellence,  and  particularly  the  novdty 
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of  tKe  infiormation  it  Gontained,  deferved  the  thanks  of  all,  and  for 
one  had  his  acknowledgements. 

Earl  FITZWILLI  AM  requefted  the  attention  of  their  Lord^ 
ihips  for  9  very  fofn  moments.  He  hid  been  appointed  to  the  high 
fiation  of  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  from  which  he  had  been 
fuddenly  recalled  ^  and  notwithftanding  what  the  noble  Earl  had 
juft  faid,  that  no  blame  attached  to  fucli  recal,  that  might  be  his 
Loxdihip's  opinion ;  but  fa^s  were  Aubborn  things,  and  fpoke 
ftiongly.  He  Aood  charged>  not  by  words  but  by  fads.  There  were 
x)p  Cabinet  fecretS9«XK>r  any  fccrets  in  the  cafe.  The  fads  were 
notorious  to  all  the  world ;  but  the  motive  of  recalling  hini,  if  this 
inquiry  be  not  inftituted,  would  remain  in  darknefs.  Blame,  and 
great  blame  too,  had  been  diredly  imputed  to  him  from  various 
quarters ;  and  fuch  was  his  fituation,  that  it  was  only  their  Lord- 
ihips  to  whom  he  could  apply  for  relief.  He  called  upon  their 
Lordihips,  therefore,  to  proted  and  vindicate  an  individual,  in* 
jured  and  wounded  in  the  tendered  part,  his  honour  and  reputation* 
He  hoped  and  trufied  that  their  Lord(hips  would  do  him  that  juf- 
tice  which  he  required  at  their  hands.  He  threw  himfelf  upon  that 
Houfe  for  protedion,  and  for  that  purpofe  he  be^ed  leave  to  fecond 
the  motion  made  by  the  noble  Duke.  He  pledged  himfelf  to  prove 
that  his  conduct  in  office  had  not  been  merely  pure  and  befitting; 
but  that  It  had  been  meritorious.  All  he  afked  was,  that  the  caufc 
of  his  removal  (hould  be  laid  before  their  Lord(hips. 

The  Earl  of  MANSFIELD  faid,  that  the  charader  of  the 
ooble  Loid  (Earl  Fitzwilliam)  certainly  gave  a  great  advamage  to 
the  prefent  motion  for  inquiry*  That  character,  he  admitted,  al« 
ways  to  have  been  pure  and  unfullied,  nor  was  it  lc(s  fo  in  the  pre* 
ient  moment,  dian  it  had  been  during  every  periud  of  his  life.  He 
meant  to  oppofe  the  motion  entirdy  upon  general  grounds;  He  did 
not  confider  the  charader  of  the  noble  Earl  as  implicated  in  anjF 
chaige  which  ^led  for  inquiry.  There  ^ere  two  pofitions,  upon* 
which  the  motion  was  grounded,  whidi  he  wiflied  unequivocally  to 
admit,  Gr&%  the  lefponfihiltty  of  Mhiifters  with  refped  to  Irtfh  af^ 
fiiirs ;  and  fecondly,  the  right  of  Aat  Houfe  to  inllitutB  an  inquiiy 
in  all  caies  fiiiich  called  for  their  inveftigation.  In  the  prefent  caft^ 
he  contended,  dbat  no  inquiry  was  necelfaiy.  It  was  the  indif* 
pataUe  prerogative  of  the  Crown  to  remove  Miniflers  fioiii  thdr 
fituation.  .  To  inquire  in  evtiy  infiance  into  the^  grounds  of  fuch 
ivmovals,  would  be  an  interference  on  the  part  of  that  Houfe  new 
in  point  of  pra£ticO|  and  unauthorized  by  the  prindples  of  the  Coo- 
j^tution.  .  Bi|t  tbere  was  another  more,  ioqwrtant  reafon  why  the 
frefont  inquiry  Ibvuld  not  be  inflituted,   namely,  the  necd&ty  of 
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ftaecy  In  the  condufl  of  public  bufinpfs.     He  wbukf  (ble  two  cafes, 
one  of  a  General,  who  (hould  be  (upeHeded  in  the  middle  of  a 
campSug^y  and  the  other  of  aii  Ambaifador  recalled,  pending  a  ne- 
gociation.     Thefe  two  were  undoubtedly  the  firang^  cafes  that 
could  poffibly  be  imagined.    But  if  the  perfons  thus  difmified,  (hould 
affert  that  they  had  been  engaged  in  a  train  of  meafurcs  highly  be* 
neficial  to  the  Public,   when  thry  had  thus  been  ftopt  Ihoit  in  the 
middle  of  their  career ;  if  they  (hould  loudly  demand  an  inquiry 
into  their  cbnduiA,  and  for  that  purpoic  move  for  all  the  papers  re- 
lative to  the  plan  of  operations,    or  the  piogrefs  of  /legpciation ; 
would  the  Houfe  comply  with  ibch  requiiitions?  And  was  the  cor- 
vefpondencc  relative  to  theafiairs  of  Ireland  lefe  confequfcntial,  Aat 
it  (hould  be  expo&d  on  die  prefent  occafion  ?     It  was  necefiaiy  for 
the  proper  condud  of  public  bufinefs,  and  in  order  to  keep  up  a  lig^t 
wdcrftanding  between  the  two  countries,  that  the  moft  free  and  un« 
refervad  communication  of  fentiment  (hould  talce  place  between 
MiniAers  in  this  country,  and  thofe  who  had  the  dircdiion  of  af- 
fairs in  Ireland.     But  could  this  be  th(^  cafe  if  every  comtnumcatioo 
&om  the  Minifter  to  the  (ervant^  of  the  Public  was  liable  to  be 
W^ugl^t  forward,  ^nd  made  the  fubje£t  of  parliamentary  difcuflion  ? 
}f  (och  a  procedure  was  to  be  fandlioned,  however  the  correfpon- 
49QCf  iiug^t  retain  the  name  of  fecret  and  confidential,  it  would  af- 
fume  a  degree  of  rcferve  and  caution,     Minifters  would  recoUeA 
that  they  were  liable  at  a  future  period  to  be  called  to  account  for 
fvery  unguarded  exprefllion,   and  might  fometimes  be  induced  to 
fui^M^  particulars,  which,  if  communicated,  would  have  been  ef- 
loitiai  to  the  public  fervice.     The  noble  Earl  {Fitzwilliam)  had 
bid,  that  a  chaige  had  been  brought  againft  his  character,  and  bad 
^ed  upon  the  Houie  for  thdr  pvotcAion.     If  fuch  bad  been  the 
fafc,  be  would  then  .have  admitted  that  an  inquiry  was  nece&ry, 
Sue  .the  purpofe  of  his  exculpation.     But  ht  contended  that  Hie  h& 
^htf  wnoval  fsom  office,  by  no  means  implied  any  charge  againft 
bb  chaiaAer.     The  power  by  whiQh  he  had  been  removed  was  dff- 
cmonary ;  and  ail  ehat  could  be  inferred  wa$,  that  there  eoufted 
botween  him  and  His  Majefly's  advifc/s  in  this  country,  fiich  a 
vide  difibepce  of  opinion,  as  rendered  it  Impoffible  that  they  (hould 
aft  in  ooojundicm  wit^i  rcfptSt  to  the  ^ff^rs  of  Irebnd.    '  He4ber^ 
fore  called  upon  the  Houfe,  however  much  they  might  be  ittereAed 
hf  the  appeal  of  the  noble  Earl,  to  qonfult  iheir  reason,  in  the  deei- 
fion  of  the  iprefent  quofljon,  mi  to  purfue  the  line  of  conduA  whicb 
the  noble  Earl  himfqlf  wquld  always  adopt  from  conyldiaBf  in 
preferring  the  public  gtkxl  to  the  gratification  of  their  own  priwtt 
feelings.     Such  wcre^e  general  aiguments  in  opppfition  ta  tbft 
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motion  :  but  it  might  ht  (aid  that  the  prefent  difEiiult  and  emlMir-* 
raffing  fituation  of  Ireland  more  parttcuUrly  called  upon  the  Houft 
to  go  into  an  inquiry.  What  were  th^  h&s  to  ^^trhich  diey  wete  td 
refort  for  that  purpbfe  ?  It  was  necefTary  that  it  Ihouki  be  afcer*> 
tEiined  thUt  Irti^tnA  was  really  in  a  ftate  of  dtfoontent  and  inquietude^ 
neidiet  of  wUdi  admitted  df  any  proof  that  could  be  bnxight  befett 
the  Hottfe.  A  queftioily  thi^ugh  not  in  tfie  precife  terms,  yet  netf ly 
of  Che  fame  tendency,  as  the  prefent  hiotioUi  had  been  already  pix>* 
pofed  to  the  Irifii  Parliament,  and  negatived  by  a  large  maj(»r!ty« 
To  tiike  u^  the  dtfcuITion  then  in  diat  Houfe,  would  bt  to  intdrferfe 
widi  Che  dsciiion  of  an  independent  Icgiflatute,  who  Wete  compe- 
tent to  determine  upon  the  fubjeft,  and  could  only  have  the  teiw 
dency,  as  had  been  reVnarked  by  a  noble  Lord  (Coventxy)  to  increaft 
the  fermentatii^n,  iind  inflame  difcbntent.  In  this  point  of  vicW 
he  could  not  hdp  confidering  die  motion  as  hi^y  dangerous  and 
mifdiievous*  '  Having,  t^ierdfore,  argued  the  queftion  upon  general 
grounds,  and  ftriAly  abAatned  from  faying  any  thing  d\at  might  ad- 
mit of  a  perfonal  applicatidn,  he  fliould  conclude  with  giving  his 
negative  to  fhe  motion. 

The  Earl  of  GUILFORD  faid,  that  from  the  experience  of 
ten  years»  he  had  found  Mhiifters  were  in  every  inAancc  determined 
to  refift  examination,    and  obftruft  inqmry.      Notwith(tanding> 
therefore,    their  boaft  upon  a  former  occaiion,  that  whenever  the 
fubje£t  of  Iri(h  affairs  came  to  be  difcuiTed,  they  would  be  bound 
to  prove  that  no  part  of  the  blame  attached  to  them,  he  had  then 
(iippofed  that  they  would  take  fome  means  to  evade  an  inquiry,  and 
in  the  event  he  had  iaot  been  difappointcd.     It  was  not  indeed  ne* 
ceffiry  to  go  into  an  inquiry  to  vindicate  the  charafter  of  the  noble 
Earl ;  diat,  as  had  been  admitted,  Atll  remained  pure  and  unfuUied ; 
not  firom  the  circumftance  that  no  attempts  had  been  made  to  take  i€ 
away,  but  becaufe  the  efforts  of  a  fi^w  individuals  had  been  found 
infuDicient  to  prevail  againft  the  teftimony  of  his  whole  lije,   and 
the  general  integrity  of  his  conduft.    But  a  queftion  of  much  greater 
importance  than  the  life  or  honour  of  an  individual  was  now  at  if- 
iue  ;  the  intcrd^s  of  both  countries  called  loudly  for  an  inquiry,  and 
wete  €leeply  involved  in  the  decifion.     The  Houfe  were  bound) 
from  motives  of  duty  and  of  honour,  to  go  into  the  inquiiy  which 
was  now  demanded.     If  it  was  found,  that  the  mifchicf  had  arifen 
from  ibc  prefumption  and  contumacy  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,   it 
was  fitting  that  he  (hould  be  puniihed  ;  and  if,  on  the  other  hand, 
it  had  proceeded  from  the  duplicity  and  treachery  of  His  MajeAy's 
Miniftinrs  in  thia  country,  the  infamy  of  their  policy  ought  rib  longer 
to  be  concealed.     The  ncceifity  of  (bte  fecrecy  was  urged  in  oppo- 
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fition  to  the  prefent  motion  for  inquiry.     But  could  they  teach  the 
people  of  Ireland  anj  thing  which  they  did  not  at  prefent  know  and 
feel  i     Were  not  they  already  i  n  pofleflion  of  the  hStt  which  ivould 
form  the  bafis  of  difcuflion }    6ut  it  had  been  faid  that  it  was  die 
prtipgative  of  the  Crown  to  difmifs  all  oflScers,  and  that  it  was  no 
part  of  the  duty  of  diat  Houfe  to  inquire  into  the  grounds  of  their 
removaL     It  was  the  prerogative  of  die  Crown  to  dcsqlare  war ; 
it  was  thq  prerogltive  of  the  Crown  to  conclude  treaties ;  and  was 
that  any  reafon  why  the  Houfe  (hould  not  difcufs  the  juflice  of  the 
one  and  the  policy  of  the  other  I  In  the  prefent  inftance  a  Lord  Licu« 
tenant  of  Ireland  had  bcca  removed,  in  pofieffion  of  the  almoll  ma- 
mmoiis  approbation  and  confidence  of  the  people.     Expedations 
which  had  been  raifcd  in  a  very  numerous  body  of  the  communitr, 
with  refpe£t  to  the  adoption  of  certain  meafures,  had  been  grievoufly 
difappointed.   •  The  confequence  had  been  to  produce  in  the  people 
of  Ireland  difcontent  and  diAruft,    if  not  alienation  and  defpatr. 
Was  it  not  fitting  that  the  Houfe  (hould  inquire  who  were  the  au- 
thors  of  this  calamity  ?  Were  they  not  bound  by  die  ftioi^ft  ticsof 
honour  to  avert  from  the  country  the  reproach  of  fuch  a  condad, 
and  to  prove  to  the  people  of  Ireland,  that  only  a  few  individuals, 
;ind  not  the  £ngli(h  nation,  were  really  their  enemies  ?  But  he  was 
told  that  an  inquiry,  would  be  dangoroui.     Every  inquiry,  he  ad- 
mitted, was  attended  with  fomc  degree  of  danger  ;  but  it  was  onlf 
to  thofc  whofe  mifcondudt  had  produced  the  neceffity  of  Iirveftigadon. 
Thofe  only  were  endai^ered  by  inquiry,  who  had  occafioned  dan- 
ger to  the  Public.     He  could  not  conclude  without  taking  notice  of 
fome  letters  that  had  been  given  to  the  Public    by  his  two  noUe 
friends  (Fitzwilliam  and  Cariifle)  and  which  there  was  every  reafon 
to  fuppofe  authentic.     In  thefe  letters  the  noble  Earl  (Fitzwilliam) 

attributed  the  whole  of  the  bufmefs  to  an  intention  of  the  Firft  Lord 

• 

of  the  Treafury  to  degrade  and  annihilate  the  whig  party ;  fudi  if 
the  fcficme  which  he  fuppofes  him  to  have  purfaed  in  the  whole  of 
his  conduct  wi;h  lefpeft  to  Ireland  ;  and  of  which  his  other  friends 
had  become  fo  cgregioufly  the  dupes.  There  is,  however,  no  reafon 
to  fuppofe  either  this  fyftem  of  dupery  on  the  part  of  Miniflers,  or  of 
cullibility  on  the  part  of  his  friends.  All  that  had  happened  had 
followed  in  the  unalterable  order  of  things.  Could  the  noble  Eari 
expedt  that  the  principles,  which  he,  and  thofe  with  whom  he  had 
a^cd,  had  given  up  in  this  country,  (hould  revive  and  flourifli  in 
Ireland?  Could  he  cxpeft  that  the  fyftem,  which  had  been  fo 
long  contended  for,  and  at  laft  abandoned  in  the  one  country,  (bould 
without  oppofirion  be  adopted  in  another?  When  an  Oflavius  had 
been  found  to  dcicrc  a  Cicero,  might  it  not  be  fuppofed  that  there 
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w<Ai]d  not  alfo  be  wanting  an  Anthony  to  countenance  aqd  aflift  iii 
Ac  facrifice?  the  evil  was  now  perceived  too  late,  'that  whig 
partyj  which  had  fo  long  ftood  as  a  bulwark  again(t  the  corrupt  in* 
fluence,  and  unconftitutional  attempts  of  Miiiifters,  and  which  the 
nobte  Earl  by  his  defcrtion  had  contributed  to  deftroy,  could  not  be 
built  up  again.  What  elfc  could  be  expcfted  under  the  adminKtra-  * 
tionof  a  man  whoiiad  founded  his  maiden  fame  on  the  defcrtion  of 
thofe  very  principles  with  which  he  had  fct  out  hi  life?  Lord  Guil- 
ford concluded  with  giving  his  moft  hearty  alTent  b  the  motion  for 
inquiry. 

Vifcount  SYDNEY  dilTcred  in  opinion  with  Lord  Guilford. 
In  the  courfe  of  his  political  life  he  had  often  fecn  Minifters  dif- 
miffcd^  yet  their  difmiiial  had  never  been  the  fubjecl  of  any  parlia- 
mentary inquiry,  and  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown  had  never  been 
queftioned.  To  one  very  celebrated  difmiffnl  he  begged  leave  to  al- 
lude In  a  more  particular  manner,  the  difmiffal  of  the  late  Earl  of 
Cliatham,  then  Mr.  Pitt.  In  the  Gazette  it  had  been  notified 
that  Mr.  Pitt  had  given  up  the  feals  by  His  Majefty's  command. 
Here  was  an  official  ground  of  inquiry,  and  yet  though  parties  ran 
high  at  ^hat  time,  it  did  not  occur  to  any  one  to  afk  His  Majeffy  by 
Wbofe  advice  Mr.  Pitt  had  been  difmilTcd.  He  had  remembered 
when  a  boy,  a  whole  Adminiftration  removed  in  a  period  of  war 
and  rebellion,  and  yet  no  pcrfon  had  fuggefted  the  necefTity  of  call- 
ing upon  the  King  to  ftate  his  reafons  for  fuch  removal.  Into  the 
prefcnt  lituation  of  the.kingdom  it  was  not  his  intention  to  enter,  but 
there  could  be  no  circumftances  in  which  an  inveftigation  would  be 
more  improper  than  in  the  prefent ;  for  what  muft  be  the  fubjedl  of 
the  difcuiTion  of  the  Houfc  ?  A  fubjefl  now  before  the  independent 
Legiflature  of  another  country  which  had  not  pronounced  any  deci« 
lion  upon  it.  Where,  he  begged  leave  to  afk,  had  the  noble  Duke 
leamt  to  treat  tlie  clergy  of  Ireland  in  fuch  a  manner  ?  Their  con- 
du£!,  he  had  every  reafon  to  believe,  ,was  far  from  meriting  fudi  a 
feverity  of  animadverfion.  In  conclufion,  his  Lordihip  faid,  that 
he  did  not  wonder  at  the  wifh  exprcflcd  by  Earl  Fitzwilliam  for  an 
inquiry,  but  to  thofe  who  did  not  feel  the  fame  prejudices,  honour- 
abid  prejudices  he  would  call  them,  as  the  noble  Earl,  it  could  not 
bat  appear  that  an  inquiry  was  unnccefTary. 

The  Duke  of  NORFOLK  faid,  that  he  by  no  means  meant  fo 
pais  any  cenfure  on  individuals  \  he  only  adverted  to  a  notorious  hA, 
the  negledl  of  parifh  duty  in  fome  parts  of  Ireland  ;  of  this  h&  he 
could  bring  many  witneffes,  and  if  their  evidence  fhould  hot  fatisiy 
the  noble  Lord,  he  could  adduce  the  teitimony  of  his  ownexperiencej 
from  a  refidence  of  two  years  in  that  country. 
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The  Duke  of  LEEDS  faid,  that  he  agreed  pcrfeSly  with  die 
noble  Lords  who  ftatcd  that  it  was  an  undoubted  prerogative  of  the 
Crown  to  appoint  and  difmifs  its  Miniftcrs  and  fervant?,  of  every 
defcription,  even  without  affigning  any  caufe,  but  he  could  not  ad- 
mit the  inference  which  was  drawn  from  that  faft,  viz.  that  any  in- 
veftigation  propofed  by  that  Houfc,  when  it  appeared  to  them  to  be 
nepeflary,  was  an  infringement  upon  that  branch  of  the  prerogative 
fo  juftly  ftatedy  and  fo  prticularly  contended  for  that  day.  On  the 
recall  of  a  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  as  a  mere  matter  of  fa£l,  it 
might  be  improper  to  go  into  any  inquiry  rcfpedling  the  caufes  ;  but 
when  that  fact  was  attended  by  circumftanccs  of  an  extraordinary 
and  unprecedented  nature,  which  the  difmiffion  now  in  qucftionno- 
torioufly  and  avowedly  was,  hp  thought  it  became  the  dignity  and 
the  wifdom  of  that  Houfe  to  inftitute  an  inquir)'  of  the  nature  pror 
pofed  by  the  noble  Duke.  This  was  a  duty  which  they  owed  both 
to  the  charader  and  fituation.in  whicli  a  Member  of  the  Houfe  was 
placed,  and  to  the  country  at  large.  The  peculiar  and  Interefling 
ftate  of  Ireland  at  the  time,  and  the  fudden  and  extraordinary  rcall 
of  a  Governor  who  fecmed  to  poflefs  fo  much  of  the  confidence  and 
efteem  of  the  whole  people  and  Parliament,  were  topics  upon  which 
the  public  mind  was  greatly  agitated,  and  upon  which  they  had  a 
right  to  call  for  fofne  fatisfadtory  explanation.  For  this  reafon  it  was 
that  he  could  not  allow  himfclf  to  give  a  fiicnt  vote ;  and  as  the  noble 
Duke's  motion  went  only  to  papers  which  related  immediately  and 
folely  to  the  caufc  of  the  recall,  and  not  to  any  of  the  fecrets  or  of- 
ficial meafures  which  produced  that  caufc,  he  was  furprifed  that  any 
obje<flions  could  be  made  to  it.  In  his  opinion,  juftice  to  the  cha- 
nuSter  of  a  moft  univerfally  refpeSed  individual,  a  wilh  to  afcertain, 
if  blame  there  was,  where  it  ought  to  be  laid — and  the  fatisfaftion 
that  was  due  to  the  Houfe  and  the  nation,  all  pointed  out  tlie  pro- 
priety of  the  motion  ;  he  wguld  therefore  give  it  his  hearty  affent. 

The  Earl  of  CAERNARVON  fpoke  decidedly  againft  the  mo- 
tion,  as  equally  improper  and  unnccefiarv'.  He  contended  for  that 
branch  of  the  prerogative,  by  which  the  King  may  appoint  and  dif- 
mifs his  fervants  without  afligning  a  caufc,  as  eflentially  neceffary 
to  the  welfare  of  the  Conftitution ;  and  that  every  attempt  to  in- 
fringe upon  it  ought  to  be  refifted  in  the  earlicft  flage.  He  denied 
that  any  difgrace  or  difrefpedl  could  attach  to  the  noble  Earl  frotn 
his  recall ;  on  the  contrary,  there  was  no  .charge  whatever  made 
againft  him,  and  therefore  he  was  not  called  upon  for  any  defence. 
The  noble  Earl  had  certainly  gone  to  Ireland  with  a  moft  fpotlefs 
reputation,  and  he  h^d  yet  heard  nothing  that  tended  to  fully  it  by 
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his  return ;  he  for  thofe  reafons  muft  vote  againft  the  noble  Duke*s 
motion. 

The  Earl  of  MOIRA  faid,  he  had  come  down  to  the  Houfe  that 
day,'  full  of  the  mod  anxious  curiofity,  to  know  what  turn  the  dif- 
cufBon  would  take,  and  what  line  of  conduct  Minifters  would  fol- 
low.    It  was  his  wifli  to  have  heard  Minifters,  when  they  had  al- 
ready (hifted  all  blame  from  themfelvcs,  give  fomc  fort  of  evidence 
or  argument  why  it  ought  to  be  attached  elfewhere;  that  blame  did 
cxift  fomewhere  the  notorious  h&  of  the  recall  of  the  noble  Earl 
fully  dcmonftrated,  and  the  Public  bad  a  right  to  be  fatisfied  on  the 
fubjoft.     The  noble  Earl  had  fairly,  boldly,  and  honourably  court- 
ed an  inveftigation  into  his  conduct,    and  it  equally  became  His 
Majefty's  Cabinet  Minifters  to  be  ready  on  their  part  to  meet  the 
noble  Earrs-challcnge,  and  put  the  Houfe  in  poffeffion  of  fuch  in- 
formation as  might  enable  them  to  form  a  right  and  true  judgement 
upon  the  queftion  now  fo  notorioufly  at  iffuc  between  them  and  the 
noble  Earl.     The  union  and  harmony  of  Ireland,  in  its  relative 
fituation  with  this  countrj^,  was  fo  defirable  an  objedl,  that  as  every 
thing  which  tended  to  promote  that  union  and  harmony  ought  highly 
to  be  encouraged,  fo  every  thing  which  tended  to  interrupt  it 'was 
moft  dangerous  in  Its  confcquenccs,  and  ftudioufly  to  be  avoided. 
He  deprecated  an  idea,  which  had. been  repeatedly  thrown  out,  that 
any  inveftigation  of  the  nature  propofed  was  a  dire6t  interference  of 
this  country  with  the  Legiflature  of  Ireland :  it  was  ho  fuch  thing, 
but,  on  the  contran',  it  was  a  difcuffion  which  that  country  looked 
for,  and  had  a  right  to  expect,  as  one  in  which  the  deareft  rights  of 
both  kingdoms  were  involved,  and  which  it  was  the  duty  of  both  to 
fee  fully  and  fairly  inveftigatcd.     He  agreed,    as  ever)'  body  had 
done,  in  the  opinions  ftated  by  different  Lords  refpedting  the  pre- 
rogative of  the  Crown  ;  but,  admitting  the  extent  of  that  aigument, 
he  ftill  muft  infift,  that,  in  extraordinary  cafes,  and  all  fuch  as  the 
Houfe  noight  deem  fo,  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown,  and  the  man- 
ner in  which  it  was  excrcifed,  were  fit  matter  for  the  cognizance  of 
that  Houfe :  that  fuch  cognizance  (hould  be  proceeded  on  only  when 
dictated  by  found  difcretion,  he  was  ready  at  all  times  to  allow  ; 
but,  if  ever  there  was  a  cafe  where  found  difcretion  called  for  in- 
veftigation, and  a  recognition  by  Parliament  of  the  cxercife  of  fuch 
prerogative,  it  was  the  particular  cafe  now  before  the  Houfe.     All 
the  danger  that  had  been  dreaded  by  feme  people,  he  confidered  as 
vifionary  and  unfounded.     With  regard  to  wh5|t  had  been  faid  re- 
fpe^ng  the  power  of  appointing  and  difmiffing  the  fervants  of  the 
Crown,  lie  muft  anfwcr,  that  this  was  no  common  difmiflal  of  a 
Secrotary  of  State,  or  any  ordinary  Minifter  of  the  Crown,  neither 
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were  its  oonfcquenoes  fo  trivial  and  unirnportant  He  begged  th^ 
LordOiips  to  confider  the  extremely  critical  (ituation  of  Ireland  at  the 
time  the  nobk  Earl  was  appointed ;  the  great  fatisfadion  that  his 
intended  meafures  had  givch  to  that  countr)^  and  the  unanimous 
fiipport  that  he  had  experienced  from  the  Parliament  and  the  people, 
and  then  let  them  obferve  the  extraordinary  and  unprecedented  cii- 
cumflance  of  the  noble  Earl's  being  withdrawn  from  the  govemmCTit 
of  that  country  in  the  midft  of  the  mod  important  bufinefs  that  could 
occupy  the  attention  of  that  kingdom,  and  while  he  had  juft  pro- 
pofed,  and  was  carr)'ing  on  meafures  fo  truly  honourable  to  himfelf, 
aufpicious  to  the  interefts  and  profperity  of  Ireland,  and  fo  confor- 
mable to  the  wiflits  of  people  of  sdl  dcfcriptions,  both  there  aod  in 
this  country.  Under  thofe  circuml^ances  could  this  be  reckoned  an 
ordinary  difmiifal ;  or  rather  were  there  not  Involved  in  it  fuch  fe- 
rious  ccnfcqucnces  as  demanded  every  poflible  invefUgation,  and 
cvc^ry  explanation  that  /could  calm  and  fatisfy  the  public  mind  r 
Much  (hynefs  was  pretended  in  fome  quarters,  refpeding  the  deli- 
cacy of  the  fubjeft  and  the  noble  Earl's  feelings ;  but  fuch  obferva* 
tions,  in  his  mind,  came  with  a  very  bad  grace  from  Minifters. 
What  delicacy  could  they  pretend  to,  after  the  manner  in  which  they 
had  treated  the  noble  Earl  ?  The  very  circumftance  of  recalling  him 
in  the  way  they  did,  carried  with  it  a  degree  of  diigrace  and  Aip- 
pofed  criminality  which  no  delicacy  now,  nor  any  thing  but  a  fair 
inquiry^  could  poflibly  do  away.  The  noble  Earl  had  come  fa- 
ward  with  the  h&Sf  and  was  ready  to  defend  himfelf  in  his  place; 
let  them  ftand  up  likewife  in  their  own  defence,  and  prove  to  the 
Iloufe  and  to  the  country  that  blame  was  not  impuublc  to  thenu 
The  noble  Earl  had  been  accufed  of  bric^ging  forward  a  mcafure 
improperly,  called  die  Emancipation  of  the  Roman  Catholicis.;  but 
whatever  propriety  there  was  in  that  meafure,  and  he  believed  it  was 
univerfally  admitted  to* be  a  wife  and  politic  one,  tlie  noble  Earl 
had  aflTcrted,  and  v^^as  ready  to  prove,  tliat  it  was  not  the  caufe  of  hr& 
difmiflal.  All  the  cdicr  meafures  of  hi^  Govcmmcntj  equally  tend«- 
ing  as  they  did  to  the  fausfa(5)ion,  the  tranquillity,  and  the. profpe- 
rity of  the  country,  he  was  ready  to  anfwer  for.  He  liad  been  join* 
eel,  as  foon  as  his  intended  fyllcm  of  government  was  known,  bjr 
that  gi cat  man,  the  able  and  tried  friend  of  his  country,  Mr.  Grat- 
tan,  who  had  fupported  hi$  adminiftraiion  not  in  the  ordinary  waf 
of  fupporting  adminiilrations,  by  accepting  of  places  of  great  rank 
and  cn.olumcnt,  but  without  aiking  for  any  fhare  in  ofike,  but 
merely  Iccaufe  the  noble  Earl's  fyftcm  of  government  in  that  country 
fcr  the  firft  time  was  dircfted  to  the  great  bbje£^  the  good  of  the 
people,  and  was  goiiig  on  hand  in  hand  with  their  £ifety,.  tltcir  ptof- 
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pcn(y,  and  every  intercft  conne<Sled  with  their  relative  fituation  with 
ihis  countiy.  On  the  Catholic  queftion,  and  indeed  on  aAnoft 
every  other  that  had  been  entered  upon,  fiall  Arcs  fourths  of  the 
country  not  only  were  with  him,  but  had  propofed  and  ftrongly  fo- 
licited  the  mcafurcs  which  he  feemcd  inclined  to  follow,  and  ^hc 
other  fourth  never  thciught  of  op^K)fing  them.  If  their  Lordthtps 
would  but  think  for  a  moment  on  the  noWc  Earl's  (ituatlon  pcrfo. 
nallj,  if  they  rocollc<Sed  his  own  ftake  in  that  country,  his  great 
elhte,  his  high  rank,  and  ftill  higher  reputation,  and  the  wifli  he 
muft  have  felt  to  prefer vc  unfullierf  that  character  and  eftimation  in 
which  he  was  fo  juftly  held  by  all  his  countrymen — could  they  for 
an  inftant  ftjppofe  that  his  condutSt  was  diftated  by  motives  of  vanity^ 
•or  ambition  ?  Certainlv  rn^t.  It  mlift  be  evident  to  all  who  were 
able  to  nnake  fuch  obfcrvation  upon  the  fobjc<9,  that  it  was  not  a 
defire  of  momentary  popularity,  but  a  convi.Sion  diat  he  was  aSing 
for  the  fccurity  of  tl>c  country,  which  induced  him  to  foHow  thofe 
meafures  which  were  beft  calculated  for  that  purpofe.  One  leatHoj 
foaturc  in  his  adminiftralion,  was  an  early  and  uniform  difpolition 
to  correft,  by  every  pofllble  means,  diofe  grofs  abufcs  which  were 
known  to  have  prevailed  in  former  aJminiftrations,  which  couiti 
not  be  denied,  and  which  had  difgiaced  and  degraded  not  only  thofe 
\«ha  committed  them,  but  the  verj'  name  of  the  country  in  whid^ 
tbcy  were  foffcred  to  exift.  In  this  country,  as  in  all  govemmcnfs, 
theiae  might  be  fufpicions  of  corruption  ;  there  all  fufpicion  was  out 
of  the  queftk)n ;  corruption  was  manifeft,  notorious,  and  not  even 
attempted  to  be  concealed  ;  here,  when  it  did  exift,  much  pains 
were  taken  to  maflc  it  under  fomc  difguife;  there,  corruption  like  a 
comtnon  proftitute  ftalkoS  about  unveiled. 

Lord  ROMNEY  called  the  noble  Earl  to  order  ;  he  ftarcdthat 
fuch  language  might  be  received  as  an  infult  upon  the  legiflatuieof 
another  countT)'. 

The  noble  Earl  then  proceeded— animated  as  he  fdt  himfclf  by 
hisfubjcd,  and  pofleiTing  fuch  complete  knowledge  of  the  fafts  he 
had  ftated  as  he  did,  he  perhaps  might  have  been  betrayed  into  a 
warnith  of  cxprcffion  that  induced  the  noble  LortJ  to  call  him  to  or- 
der, no  doubt  juftly ;  he  would  therefore  endeavour  to  keep  clear  of 
the  fame  fault  again,  though  he  was  pcrfuaded  that  the  noble  Earl's 
fyftcm  to  which  he  had  alluded,  was  one  of  the  moft  important,  moft 
material;  and  moft  filutary  meafures  of  his  adminillration.  On 
this  fubjcct  of  the  orruption  which  had  prevailed  in  Ireland^  he 
w'as  not  merely  giving  his  own  opinion,  it  hud  long  fincc  roufed  the 
general  and  glowinr  indignation  r»f  the  whole  countr}',  being  as  no- 
tquous  as  it  was  uacontraJidcd.    One  gentleman's  name  hud  been 
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introduced  into  the  debate  (Mr.  Bcfesford)  for  whom  fie  cptcrtalncd 
a  very  high  refped,  and  did  not  wi(h  to  infinuatc  any  thing  that 
could  look  like  a  ccnfure  upon  his  conduft ;  but  though  he  {aid  this, 
he  might  fairly  add,  that  he  faw  no  impropriety  in  his  removal ;  no 
charge  of  corraption,  that  he  knew  of,  had  ever  been  made  againll 
diat  gentleman  ;  yet  theer  was  a  d^rcc  of  fufpicion  attached  to  him 
that  made  his  removal  from  office  ncccfi*ary.  .When  noble  Lords 
ilated,  that  the  prefent  ftate  of  that  country  bore  no  fymptoms  of  dif- 
£itis&£llon,  Jie  rather  thought  they  aiTcrted  too  much  ;  other\^ifc  he 
fliould  be  glad  tp  know  how  they  ceuld  prove  it.  Did  they  fuppofe 
that  becaufe  there  vi'cre  no  riotous  infurrcdionsr  in  that  country,  that 
the  people  were  fatisfied  with  the  late  tranfafiions  ?  If  they  did,  he 
would  anfwer,  that  from  the  filent  difguft  which  prevailed  in  that 
countVy,  he  dreaded  more  danger  and  worfc  confequences,  than  from 
infurredHons,  and  confequences  that  tended  more  to  interrupt  that 
union  and  harmony  fo  effentially  neceflary  to  the  intcrefts  of  both 
countries.  His  LordHiip  adverted  to  the  fears  and  alarms,  in  his 
opinion  groundlefs,  that  had  been  entertained  from  the  introdudion 
of  French  poifon,  and  French  principles,  which  had  been  made  the 
caufe  of  all  the  diftniflcs  under  which  the  country  now  fulFered.  From 
thefc  he  thought  much  Icfs  danger  was  to  lie  apprehended,  than  from 
the  critical  date  of  Ireland  ;  he  would  then  afk,  whether  this  danger 
'  did  not  proceed  from  the  extraordinary  and  fudden  recall  of  the  late 
Lord  Lieutenant  ?  It  certunly  did;  The  proceedings  of  dilFerent 
meetings,  and  the  addrcfles  from  all  parts  of  the  country,  even  where 
the  ProteHants  had  the  afccndancy  and  influence,  as  well  as  from 
different  corporations,  cipes,  and  counties— all  (hewed  their  difla- 
tisfadlion  and  fears  of  dangerous  confequences  from  this  recall. 
There  might  be  thofe  who  (b  much  defpifed  all  proceedings  of  thofc 
public  meetings,  that  tbey  would  not  allow  tliat  the  fenfe  of  die 
country  could  be  judged  of  from  that  criterion  ;  they  might,  how- 
ever, be  conftant  attendants  at  court-levees,  and,  if  they  were,  he 
would  refer  them  to  St.>  James's,  and  there  they  would  find  that, 
not  content  with  conveying  their  fcntiments  on  the  grievances  they  * 
fufFered,  through  the  medium  of  their  reprefentatives  in  Parliament, 
they  came  forward  from  all  parts  of  the  country,  with  addreflfes  to 
the  Throne.  Was  this  a  time  to  be  carelefs  about  offending  the 
people  of  that  country  r — Was  it  a  time  to  withhold  fit)m  them  what 
they  fo  much  wifhed,  and  what  was  fo  eifential  to  their  happinefs 
and  their  fecurity — a  time  when  they  had  aflbrd<^d  to  this  country  a 
great  addition  of  ftrength,  and  had  granted,  with  unexampled  mu- 
nificence and  liberality,  fuch  liberal  fupplies  r— When,  in  return 
for  a  promifed  boon,  they  had  given  us  great  addition^  and  effedual 
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fupport,  was  it  prudent  to  fhfw  them  how  little  they  had  to  depend 
on  our  juftlce — how  much  they  had  to  dread  from  our  indifcretion? 
His  Lordfhip  addrefled  himfelf  to  thofe  who  fpokc  fo  highly  of  the 
noble  Earl^  and  denied  that  any  charge  was  made  againft,  or  any 
blame  attached  to  him  ;  and  aiked  them  if  there  was  no  diigracct 
no  difhonour  in  his  recall,  under  the  circumAances,  and  at  the  time 
it  took  place  ?  He  confidcred  that  way  of  fpeaking  to  be  extremely 
futile ;  mere  vain  compliments  thrown  out  as  a  fet*ofF  againf^  feiioos 
and  fublbintial  charges.     That  fuch  chaises  had  been  made,  he 
flared  with  coniidence,  from  printed  papers  which  they  had  all  feen^ 
and  the  authenticity  of  which  he  had  every  reafon  to  admit.     He 
pronounced  a  handfome  panegyric  on  the  public  and  private  charae-* 
ter  of  the  noble  Earl,  with  whom  he  declared  he  had  held  no  com^ 
munication  as  to  the  part  he  had  taken  that  night ;  and  if  Minifter» 
refifled  all  inquiry,  and  refufed  information  on  the  quellion  at  iffiie 
between  them  ?nd  the  noble  Earl,  he  mud  attach  to  theitl  allthe 
blame  with  which  they  had  hitherto  wifhed  to  load  the  noble  Lord  ; 
and,  what  would  fall  flill  more  heavily  upon  them,  all  the  danger- 
ous eiTc^ts  that  were  to  be  dreaded  from  their  indifcretion.     He 
concluded  with  giving  his  fupport  to  the  noble  Duke's  motion. 

The  Earl  of  WESTMORLAND  denied  that  there  was  any 
corruption  in  the  government  of  Ireland,  or,  if  there  were  any, 
he  was  aiTured  the  corruption  was  not  greater  there  than  here,  or  in 
any  other  country.     Referring  then  to  the  papers  whidi  had  been 
publiftied,  he  begged  leave  to  fay  a  few  words  upon  them,  fo  far  as 
they  related  to  thofe  gentlemen  in  ofEce  who  had  ferved  under  his 
adminifbration.     The  noble  Lord  obferves,  when  fpeaking  of  Mr. 
Beresford,  that  **  he  filled  a  fituation  greater  than  that  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant ;  and  he  faw  that  if  he  had  connected  himfelf  with  him, 
it  would  have  been  conncdling  himfelf  with  a  perfon  under  univerfal 
heavy  fufpicions,  and  fubjeding  his  Government  to  all  the  oppro^ 
briuxn    and   unpopularity  attendant  upon  his  'mal-adminiflratioo. 
What  wzs  then  to  be  his  choice  ? — what  the  dccifion  hchad  to  form  ? 
He  could  not  hefitatc  a  moment ;  he  decided  at  once,  not  to  cloud 
the  dawn  of  his  admihiftration  by  leaving  in  fuch  power  and  autho- 
rity fo  much  impCited  malverfation."     What  fituadon  it  was  Mr. 
Beresford  filled  fo  much  greater  than  that  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
Lord  Weflmoriand  profcfTcd  he' could  not  underftand.    During  his 
adminiftration  in  that  kingdom,  he  was  not  apprifed  of  any  party 
which  Mr.  Beresford  could  fo  powerfidly  controul,  nor  did  he  be- 
heve  that  tither  he  himfelf  or  his  family  had  acquired  fuch  aflonifh- 
ing  authority.     If  he  held  any  influence,  it  was  the  influence  of 
an  active  and  able  man^  who  was  zealous  in  die  icrvice  of  his  King^ 
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and  die  prefervacioa  of  the  peace  and  tranquillity  of  his  cdimtty. 
\tt  this  gentbmaa,  fo  fjiithful,  fo  vigilant,  fo  indHatigaUc  in  his 
fervices,  is  aocufcd  of  labouring  under  univerfal  heavy  Aifpkionsj 
opprDbriam»  and  unpopularity,  attendant  upon  his  maUadminiftra- 
tian  and  fak  malvcrfation.  Ibcfe  were  ferious  words,  and  ferbus 
chafgBS  to.br  brought  againA  a  man  nf  an  unbleirii(hcd  reputation, 
Slid  who  had  conducted  himfelf  in  his  "  high  office"  with  fo  hiuch 
honour  and  fiddity.  But  how  did  the  nobh  Lord  obtain  this  infor- 
mation ?  He  landed  only  on  the  Sundav,  and  could  not  confequcntly 
give  an  audience  till  tl)e  Monday,  and  yet>  upon  die  Wednefd^t 
fidlowing'^  he  had  acquired  fuch  a  complete  and  thorough  knowledge 
of  Mr«  Beresfbrds  unpopularity  ind  malverfation^  as  to  determine 
to  difmifs  him.  Did  he  make  his  inquiry  at  the  CuHom  )-loufe  ? 
or  did  he  content  himfelf  with  p:»rtial  infonnation,  and  exdufivelT 
receive  this- report  of  Mr.  Bcrcsfcrd  from  his  political  enemies  f 
Three  days  was  a  (hort  time  f  )r  fuch  invcfiigation,  ahd  yet,  (hmt 
as  it  was,  the  time  the  noble  Lord  employed  was  apparently  flill 
fhcrtsr ;  for  when  the  Marquis  of  Waterford  left  Dublin  on  the 
Wcdaefday,  there  was  no  rumour  whatever,  nor  the  mart  obliquu 
fuggeftion  that  his  brother  was  to  be  dircharg$ni.  How  thenoi^k 
Lord  could  juftify  hlmielf,  would  have  been  problematic,  if  the  no- 
ble L(^  had  not  proceeded  to  difciaim  evciy  idea  of  perfonal  injury, 
and  to  (late  that  he  offered  fufficlent  recompcnfe  by  a  pecuniary  com- 
peniation.  What,  is  not  an  attack  upon  the  charat^ef  of  a  man 
an  injury  ?  To  fay  he  is  und^ir  heavy  fufpicions,  to  accufe  him  of 
nnl-sdminiilrationy  malverfttion,  and  unpopularity,  is  this  no  in- 
juryv  oreanany  pecuniary  compenfation  alleviate  fuch  charges? 
Does  any  perfon,  who  knows  the  honour  of  the  gentleman  and  his 
faimly  in  qucAiony  fuppofe  it  can  be  done  ?  If  his  charader  were, 
aa  it  i«  reprefented,  fo  notorioufly  bad,  it  would  have  been  the  duty 
of  the  noble  Lonl  to  have  removed  him  without  giving  any  compcn- 
fation ;  and  if  on  the  other  hand  it  be  fo  good  as  it  really  is,  could 
the  rrbJc  LnrtS  im^trine  th.it  to  dt-nrive  a  man  of  J, is  office  and  his 
d^^nitr,  to  deprive  him  of  fcrvinj^  his  Kiiig  and  country  with  the 
z«£al  he  wiQies,  and  to  dtrptrve  that  King  and  country  of  fuch  a  ufe- 
ful  lervant,  could  be  atoned  for  by  any  pecuniary  cortipenfation} 
Lord  WeilmorSand  ncut  adverted  to  a  fiill  ftrangcr  difcovery,  a 
difcovery  which  had  not  only  efcaped  him,  but  his  ncble  predccef!br 
the  Marquis  frownfhend).  He  alluded  to  what  had  been  alledgcd 
ogainft  Lord  Fitzi^ibboni  and  he  obferved,  that  it  wa^  not  mere 
ofsicMi  langiMge,  buf  fuch  as  had  appeared  in  every  fiei?ifpapcr. 
Vet,  who  Was  is  he  afked,  that  in  1782  defeated  thepropofitions? 
Wiu)  flood  by  Englind  at  the  time  His  Majcffy's  Miniilcrs  were 
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almoft  totally  dcfcrted?  Who  was  it  that  had  al^^ayft  martifeftcd  a 
finccrc  folicitude  for  the  unity  of  the  Crown  but  Lord  Fitzgibbbh, 
Aat  upright  judge,  and  faithful  Miniftcr  ?     As  to  what  thfe  noble 
Lord  had  dated  about  the  provifion  for  the  Attorney  General  when 
he  retired.  Lord  Weftmorland  begged  leave  to  inform  their  Lord- 
(hips  that  he  had  himifeif  previoufly  made  ah  cxprefs  ftipulation  on* 
the  fame  conditions.     An  opportunity  offtrcd  fot  him  to  have  a 
Chief  Jufticefliip  when  he  c6uld  not  afford  to  part  with  him.     He 
therefore  fecured  a  revcrfion  for  him,  whenever  he  retired,  of  2300I. 
per  annum,  and  he  confidered  htmfelf  bound  to  do  it.     The  next 
perfon  he  ^noticed  was  the  King's  Solicitor  General,  who  had  been 
the  objeft  of  refentmcnt  to  every  fa£Hon  ;  though  a  gentleman  of 
private  edimation,  and  eminent  in  his  public  capacity.     Whether 
any  of  thefc  gentlemen  afted  from  corruption  or  not,  his  LordOiip 
iaid  he  (hould  be  proud  to  compare  them  in  honour,  ability,  and 
public  charafler,  with  any  of  thofe  gentlemen  the  noble  Lord  hail 
chofcn  to  fucceed  them.     He  now  came  to  himfelf.     The  noble 
Lord  had  faid,  tiiat  **  it  was  one  of  his  objc<Sls,  and  that  a  principd 
one,  to  bring  back  confequence  and  dignity  to  Englifii  government. 
This  was   a  refledHon,  Lord  Weftiftorland  faid,  upon  his  goveni- 
rnent :  He  hoped  the  noble  Lord  did  not  defigti  to  convey  fuch  an 
infinuadon,  although  it  wa$  liable  to  be  fo  conftrued.     If  the  cori- 
fcquencc  and  dignity  of  Engliih  government  had  been  loft,  how 
happened  it  that  wheil  he  was  there  he  had  obtained  fuch  univeifal 
ibp^rt }  How  happened  it  that  he  had  found  a  ftrong  and  leagued 
oppofitibft  uport  his  arrival,  which  he  turned  over  to  the  noble  Lord, 
wedcened  to  a  degree  that  prevented  it  fit)m  throwing  any  ferious 
obftadcs  in  the  w^y  of  Government ;  he  nett  vindidatcd  Mr.  Ha- 
milton upon  the  foore  of  fervices,  his  affiibility  of  manners,  his  ad*, 
drefe,  difpatch,  and  fecrecy,  and  all  the  other  qualities  attached  to 
his  fituatton.     How  the  noble  Lord  had  learned  the  diftrafted  and 
difuntted  ftate  of  the  country,  was  the  next  objed  of  inquiry.     Had 
he  learned  that  too  ftom  conyerfation,  for  he  was  fure  it  could  not 
be  by  any  other  means.     He  found  the  Parliament  unanintous,  n6 
feditloos  meetings,  no  inflammatory  harangues ;  the  people  loyal 
and  induftriou^,  an  increafe  of  revenue,  a  flourifliing  commerce,  and 
a  preTaililig  harmony' throughout  the  Kingdom.    If  the  coantfy  had 
be^n  in  that  diftradled  flate  in  which  it  was  reprefentcd,  haw  came 
Aefc  cifcumftanccs  ?  Or  was  it  not  decnted  neceffary  that  this  fpirit 
of  difiiflfeaioil  fliotfld  be  checked  by  an  army  ?  Yet  the  army  was 
removed,  and  though  the  country  was  in  this  diftraAcd  ftate,  and 
the  people  fo  difuhited,  we  never  heard  of  any  of  thofe  fatal  and 
alarming  confequences  which  ufually  attend  a  rebellion.     Of  die 
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fupply  which  had  been  granted«  the  noble  Lord  had  been  patticuhrly 
mindful ;  yet  the  fupply  of  the  preceding  year  had  been  nearly  as 
much,  or,  if  not  quite  fo  large,  as  much  as  the  country  could  fparc. 
Was  it  for  a  peculiar  fet  of  gentlemen  in  ofHcc,  or  for  the  emanci- 
^pation  of  the  Catholics  that  this  extraordinary  fupply  was  granted? 
Every  Proteftant  gentleman  in  the  country  contributed  an  eqi^  flxare, 
and  they  granted  it  not  for  any  interefted  purpofe,  but  becaufe  it  was 
f^antpd  ;  and  if  [three  times  as  much  mere  were  wanted,  it  would 
be  granted  with  the  fame  promptncfs  and  good  will, — His  Lordihip 
was  aware,  indeed,  that  an  attempt  had  been  made  to  excite  difaf- 
fedlian  by  imaginary  grievances  ;  but  it  was  merely  an  attempt,  aivi 
it  failed.  Another  argument  the  noble  Earl  had  urged  in  fupportof 
his  meafures  was,  that  he  had  made  the  war  more  popular. — Who 
faid  it  had  ever  been  unpopular  in  Ireland  ?  The  opinion  of  its  nc- 
ceflity  was  more  ftrongly  imprcflcd  there  than  in  this  country,  and 
fomc  reafons  were  to  be  afllgned  why  this  fhould  be  the  cafe.  The 
Irifli  were  alarmed,  like  ever}'  other  nation,  at  the  cruel  and  rapa- 
cious excefles  of  the  enemy :  They  fuflS^rcd  no  inconvenience  from 
the  war,  but,  on  the  contrary,  a  progreflivc  advantage  ;  for  the  ex- 
portation of  their  com  and  proviiions  was  uicreafed ;  and  Cbcrcbrr 
as  their  commerce  was  not  impaired,  (for  by  the  good  care  of  the 
)Lords  of  the  Admiralty,  not  an  enemy's  cruizer  was  to  be  fccn  in 
the  Irifli  Channel)  they  gained  an  incrcafe  of  revenue  alfo.  His 
Lordfliip  proceeded  to  the  next  queftion,  that  of  the  Catholic  eman- 
cipation, and  how  far  Lord  Fitzwilliam  was  authorifed  to  inculcate 
it.  For  his  own  part.  Lord  Weflmorland  confefled  he  had  always 
confidered  it  as  impolitic  and  inexpedient,  nor  could  it  have  been 
brought  forward  in  a  ferious  manner  except  by  Government.  It 
had  been  a  queflion  the  preceding  fummer  who  was  to  rule  as  Lieu- 
tenant ;  and  that  quedion  evidently  proved,  that  no  fixed  opinions 
had  been  formed  upon  that  fubjedl. — The  Catholics  had  received 
conceffions,  for  which,  they  were  very  grateful ;  and  except  tlur 
were  urged  by  others,  they  would  not  have  attempted  to  difturb  the 
public  tranquillity.  Lord  Weflmorland  fuppofed  that  the  noble 
Earl  had  not  been  authorifed  to  proceed  in  the  queAion,  becaufe  he 
had  acknowledged  that  he  had  been  dirc6);ed  to  keep  it  off.  Rela- 
tive to  his  own  opinion,  he  obfervcd,  the  opinion  of  an  individual 
Cabinet  Minifter  was  no  more  than  the  opinion  of  any  other  indi- 
vidual, nor  could  it  prevail  any  more  than  the  opinion  of  a  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Foreign  Department  codd  for  a  peace  with  the 
French  Republic,  without  his  colleagues.  How  far  hf  bad  endea- 
voured to  keep  the  queftion  off  was  cafy  to  be  fecn,  from  that  en- 
couraging language  which  had  been  always  given  to  the  Catholics. 
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What  were  the  diftinflions  the  noble  Earl  intended  to  abolKh  ?-•— 
Did  he  ever  read  the  Ad  of  Settlenicn.t  ?  If  he  had,  he  would  find, 
that  any  Prince  in  this  country  who  acknowledges  the  fupremacy  of 
the  Sec  of  Rome  does  ipfofaSlo  immediately  forfeit  his  inheritance 
of  the  Crown.     Now,  by  the  diftindtion  of  the  Aft  of  Supremacy 
and  Uniformity,  fuch  an  emancipation  as  was  propofed  would  be 
conftrucd  a  reconciliation  for  holding  communion  with  the  Sec  of 
Rome.    By  the  Articles  of  Union  too,  the  King  is  bound  to  main- 
tain the  Protcflant  cftablifliment,  and  this  is  not  a  time  to  trifle  with 
the  civil  or  ecclefiaftical  eftablifliments  of  our  anceftors.   Let  us  re- 
member the  coronation  oath,  to  prcferve  the  true  profcflion  of  th« 
gofpel,  the  Protdhnt  reformed  religion,  and  the  rights  and  privi- 
leges of  the  Bifliops,  and  then  afk,  whether  it  would  be  wife,  pru- 
dent, or  fafe  in  the  King  to  forfwcar  himfclf,  and  fo  violate  the  afts 
he  ought  to  fandion.     James  IL  adopted  a  fimilar  policy  to  that 
which  was  lately  propofed,  and  we  then  witncfled  the  confequenccs. 
Why  may  not  fimilar  caufes  produce  fimilar  effefls  ?   Confider  to 
what  a  dilemma  the  King  is  put ;  he  muft  either  refufe  the  wifhcs 
of  a  great  part  of  his  people,  or  fubjcft  the  Aft  of  Settlement  to 
ftrange  interpretations.       Profcription  and  p«rfecution  have  been 
complained  of  among  the  Catholics  fince  1793-     Is  this  true  ?  Are 
they  not  received  witl\  equal  favour  as  tht  Proteftants,  and  do  they 
not  enjoy  tht  fame  impartial  juftice  and  mercy  ?   In  regard  to  their 
hopes  and  expeftations,  coroUar)'  evidence  will  b«  fufficient  to  prove 
that  no  meafures  were  offered  to  indulge  them.     In  fuch  a  cafe  no 
Miniftcr  could  have  been  fo  indifcreet  as  to  direft  a  Lord  Lieutenant, 
as  I  was  direfted,  to  ftate,  that  the  Government  which  would  fuc- 
cced  me  would  be  a  continuance  of  the  King's  Adminiftration, 
whereby  all  jealoufics  and  diftinftions  were  difclaimed,  and  parties 
put  out  of  the  qucftion.     Could  any  thing  be  more  fair  or  honour- 
able, or  could  any  thing  elfe  be  expefted  of  Mr.  Pitt  ?  After  fome 
compliments  to  the  uprightnefs,  abilities,  firmnefs,  and  good  con- 
duft  of  Mr.  Pitt,  who  never  delivered  any  of  his  coadjutors  to  dif- 
miffal,  neglcft,  and  difgracc,  his  Lordftiip  affirmed,  that  a  gentle- 
man had  affufcd  him  a  conciliation  with  the  Catholics  would  take 
place,  which  he  afterwards  repeated,  when  Mr.  Pitt  fald,  he  was 
miftaken,  and  informed  him  upon  what  conditions  the  noble  Earl 
was  gone ;  for  His  Majcfty's  Minifters  concurred  with  him  in  the 
idea  that  fuch  a  conciliation  would  be  fetal  to  the  honour  of  the  King, 
and  perhaps  tend  to  produce  a  feparation  of  the  countries.     So  far 
Lord  Wcftmorland  faid  he  was  inftrumcntal  in  the  tranfaftion,  and 
he  was  happy  to  be  fo. 
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The^Manims  TOWNSHEND  rofc,  he  faid,  in  coafequcDoe 
of  the  call  made  by  the  noble  EarU  who  Ijppke  hA :  h^  COoU  tnily 
{ty  of  Mr.  Bcresfordy  diat  when  he  vras  in  Ireland,  and  at  that 
time  he  was  not  cpnnefled  with  chegcntleman,  he  knew  of  no  nan 
mote  zcalouSi  afKve,  and  cameft  in  the  fervice  of  Qovernmettt, 
nor  of  one  who  was  more  difinterc<kd,  for  he  had  looked  alva?s 
with  a  ftcady  eye  to  the  pronK>ti<m  of  the  revenue,  and  had  no  greater 
attention  tp  his  own  intercOs  and  tbofc  of  his  family,  than  was 
paid  by  every  man  who  entered  into  th^  fervice  of  the  Crown  in 
both  oountries. 
.  The  Earl  of  MOIRA  replied  to  the  anfwer  which  had  been 
made  to  his  obfervation  on  the  general  corruption  of  the  Iriih  Adr 
iDiniOration.  Surely,  though  the  noble  Earl  had  been  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  that  kingdom,  and  had  received  the  falary  annexed  to  die 
office,  it  could  not  occur  to  him  that  he  was  implicated  in  the  detail 
of  the  corruption  of  the  country. 

Earl  FITZWILLIAM  faid,  that  if  he  had  before  cooprived 
that  the  Catholic  queftion  was  not  the  genuine  caufe  of  hia  recall,  he 
was  now  convinced  of  the  fa<%.  The  noble  Earl  had  returned 
fy>m  Ireland,  according  to  his  own  account,  only  with  the  intention 
to  govern  it  more  fccurely.  He  had  declared  that  he  had,  even  be- 
fore his  return,  Mr.  Pitt's  promife  that  his  jfriends  flM>ul4  not  he  re- 
moved from  their  fituations,  and  he  had  no  iboncr  fet  his  foot  in 
England,  than  he  had  procured  thefe  promifes  to  be  renewed,  and 
had  taken  care  to  cmbarrafs  the  new  arrangement  of  the  Admini- 
ftration.  To  this,  in  fo  many  words,  did  his  own  account  of  his 
conference  with  Minif(ers  tend.  And  it  certainly  was  mofi  per- 
f(;&ly  true,  that  the  noble  Earl  bad  taken  all  the  ine^Uies  in  his 
power  to  embanafs  the  future  Adminifhation  in  Irebnd  ;  for  what 
other  purpofe  could  the  granting  a  reverfion  for  two  lives  of  a  place 
of  2300I.  a  year  to  Lord  Fitrglbbon  fcrve?  He  had  not  bcai  two 
days  in  Ireland  before  he  difcovcred  what  the  nobk  Eail  now  owned 
to  be  the  cafe,  before  he  was  conviiKed  of  his  intention  to  emharnds 
the  King's  Government,  and  that  a  very  perfcS  fyftem  had  been 
formed  with  the  Miniftcrs  at  home  for  accomplifhing  that  end. 
That  which  he  had  fenfibly  felt  in  Ireland,  Was  now  avowed  in 
England,  and  it  feemcd  there  was  no  helitation  in  ackoowledlgmg 
the  courfe  which  had  been  prcvioiifly  arranged.  Nojht,  bovever^ 
that  he  was  returned  from  Ireland,  with  the  fovota:  of  the  people  of 
that  country,  he  (hould  not  follow  the  example  that  had  been  fet 
him,  he  (hould  not  be  a  facTtious  interftjrer  in  the  fyfiem  of  bii  fuc- 
ceflbr.  He  (hould  not  intr?gue  either  publicly  or  privately ;  aU.tbat 
he  (hould  do  was  what  he  felt  to  be  bis  duty  to  perform— 10  fuppoit 
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the  charadcr  of  thofe:  faonourable*fnen  with  whom  he  bad  been  moft 
iauncdigtely  coflnedbd  in  Ireland :  He  ihould  pay  no  regard  to  aU 
the  loofe  and  vague  infinuations  thrown  out  againft  himfelf;  fooie 
of  them  borrowed  from  his  o^i'n  words,  and  fome  of  them  taken 
fWxn  the  words  of  others,  but  artfully  jumbled  together  to  make 
them  appear  all  his  own*  But  for  the  character  of  the  honourable 
men  widi  whom  he  was  aonned^ed,  he  was  bound  to  (land  up,  ai)d 
he  dcdared  that  men  of  more  pure  honour,  difintereited  fpirit,  and 
zealous  p^triotifm,  tbere  did  not  exiil  in  cither  country.  They  had 
conciliated  the  affed^ions  of  the  Irifti  people  to  the  Crown— *-they  had 
reftored  harmony  to  the  kingdoi^r-^thcy  had  reconciled  all  tlic  jar* 
ring  difcords,  and  from  the  North  to  the  South,  from  the  Eafi  to 
the  Weft,  had  brought  the  t^hole  people  of  Ireland  to  be  an  undi« 
vided  family  of  brothers,  and  had  animated  this  large  body  with  a 
fpirit  of  loyalty  to  their  King,  and  of  afFedton  to  the  After  kingdom, 
from  which  had  followed  exertions  for  the  common  caufe  unprece- 
dented in  the  hiftory  of  the  nation.  To  the  efforts  of  thofe  great 
and  good  men  be  owed  all  tlie  popularity  which  he  enjoyed  in  the 
country  $  and  iiot  only  he,  but  Ireland  itfelf,  was  equally  fenilble 
of  their  virtues  ;  for  in  the  many  addrcfTes  fmm  every  di{bi<£t  and 
communis  of  n^cn  in  the  kingdom  with  whidi  he  had  been  honoured, 
and  which  he  could  (hew  their  Lordfliips  if  it  were  thought- neceifary 
to  prove  a  faA  which  ik>  man,  he  believed,  would  difpute,  he  was 
thanked  for  two  things ;  for  calling  to  his  CoutKils,  and  adding  by 
the  advice  of  men,  whofc  virtues  were  fo  univerfally  known  and  felt, 
and  for  the  fyfiem  which  he  had  adopted.  A  man  mere  uoivorialiy 
b^loved^  and  more  defervedly  fo  than  Mr.  Grattan,  there  did  Tu>t 
exift  in  Ireland  ;  and  it  was  the  peculiar  fortune  of  that  gentleman 
that  his  unalterable  attachment  to  Engliih  connection,  his  unremit* 
tisig  purfuit  of  the  happinefs  of  Ireland,  his  difinterefied  zeal  in  the 
fervice  of  his  native  land,  which  he  ever  combined  with  ardent 
loyalty  to  the  Soveitign,  were  exalted  and  made  more  con%icuouOf 
ufeful,  hy  the  unrivaled  talents  of  his  mind.  This  honourable 
gentkman'a  fervjces,  the  fwble  Earl  himfctf  snuft  aeknowledge^ 
when,  at  a  very  at duoufi  moment,  he  came  forward  to  tl)c  fupport 
of  Government,  and»  at  thacoauofiecfiement  of  the  prefent  war,  by 
his  gcand  and  animating  eloquence,  had  brought  over  the  people  to 
^he  approbation  of  It ;  and  certainly  the  war  was  not  popular  in  the 
kingdom,  until  h&had  made  it  fo,  whareveiz  the*  noble  Earl  thought 
on  the  fiitbje^.  The  people  did  not  fee  In  it  the  light  of  a  common 
<^uir,  xmAl  tii^ired  by  him,  and  ui^l  he  Caught  them  to  feci  that 
their  tru0  and  beft  inteceds  would  always  be  to  (land  or  fall  by  GMaC 
finttto.     Such  wi^  his  patriotic  a^unent,  fuch  m^s  his  fuccefsful 
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eloquence !— "  and  for  having  connected  myfclf,"  fald  Lord  Fitt- 
wlilianiy  "  with  this  gentlcmr.n,  was  I  difmiffed  ;  for  it  was  cijvi- 
oufly  on  th^t  account  chiefly  that  I  incured  the  hoftility  of  the  Ert- 
glifli  Minifter." 

Another  honourable  frienti  (Mr.  Ponfoiiby)  had  certainly  nrtOfc 
weight  and  influence  than  any  oilier  gentleman  of  family,  or  per- 
haps than  all  the  other  families  put  together,  and  his  fer\'iccs  to 
Government  were  truly  advantageous.  He  had  been  in  office  ;  he 
had  been  difmifled  from  office  before  now  ;  but'  he  had-  not  come 
fa6tioufly  over  to  England  to  complain  of  fuch  difmifiion,  and  to 
intrigue  againft  tlie  exifting  Govcrnfnenti  on  artrount  of  his  having 
loft  a  place.  He  did  not  prcfume  to  think  that  there  was  any  injurr 
in  a  public  fervant  of  the  Crown  being  fent  back  to  the  mafs  of  the 
fociety  from  which  he  had  been  drawn  :  he  did  not  think  that  he 
held  that  office  in  fee,  and  that  it  was  an  abfolate  inheritance  fix)m 
'  which  he  could  not  be  drivpn.  Thefe  were  the  new  notions  which 
were  referved  for  the  prefent  day,  and  upon  which  he  had  been  made 
the  vidlim  of  Cabinet  intrigue.  Since  the  coalition  in  July  laft, 
many  inftances  of  difmiffion  had  taken  place,  though  his  condud 
alone  in  difmiffing  perfons  in  whom  he  had  not  confidence  had  been 
arraigned.  He  had  incurred  much  obloquy  on  this  ground.  The 
difmifTal  from  office  on  account  of  it,  with  the  lofs  of  its  authority 
and  patronage,  he  perfedtty  knew  how  to  defpife,  but  he  was  fcnfible 
to  the  attack  upon  Ris  charader.  A  noble  Earl,  his  friend,  (Lord 
Carlifle)  who  did  not  approve  of  his  condu<Sl  in  this  rcfped,  but 
whofe  friendOiip  he  was  fure  he  poffeiTed,  had  kindly  made  known 
to  him  all  the  calumnies  which  were  fpread  here  againft  his  charafter, 
and  made  him  feel  the  neccffity  of  refuting  the  infmuations  which 
were  fo  induftrioufly  fpread  againft  him.  And  yet  were  there  not 
many  inftances  of  alteration  in  office  taking  place  without  any  in- 
quiry ?  Had  not  Admiral  Gardner  been  removed  from  tlie  Admi- 
ralty Board,  Admiral  AfHcck,  and  Lord  Hood?  And  was  it  not 
evident  tliat  Minifters  muft  have  the  power  of  nominating  friends  in 
whpm  they  had  intimate  perfonal  confidence  to  the  fituations  under 
tliem  r  Without  fuch  arrangements,  bufinefs  could  not  be  hanfefl- 
ed.     When  a  man  undertakes  an  office,  for  the  duties  of  which  he 

m 

is  refponfible,  it  is  obvious  that  his  efforts  muft  be  fcconded  by  men 
who  pofTefs  his  full  efteem.  Such,  faid  the  noble  £arl»  was  my 
f(Jeling  with  refpedt  to  Mr.  Ponfonby.  He  is  the  man,  of  all  Ire- 
land, who  has  done  the  moft  to  keep  up  the  conne^on  between 
that  country  and  England.  His  whole  life  has  been  honourably  de- 
voted to  that  fervice  ;  and  therefore  his  claims  on  any  Adminiftra- 
tion  defirous  of  preferving  the  unity  of  the  Empire,  wore  irrefifttUe* 
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And  it  was  riot  his  own  merits  alone  that  he  had  to 'plead :  his  fa- 
ther, his  grandfather,  and  indeed  all  his  anceftors,  had  performed 
fuch  eminent  fcrvicqs  to   the  Crown,  as  gave  him  a  didlnguiflied 
claim  to  Royal  favour.     We  were  not  yet  fo  pcrfeftly  Jacobinical, 
nor  were  the  French  doftrines  yet  fo  cftablifhed,  as  to  refufc  to  any 
man  the  claims  of  anccftry.     The  father  of  Mr.  Ponfonby  had  par* 
ticularly  diftinguifhed  himfclf  by  difintercftednefs,  as  well  as  by  ac- 
tive fervice  ;  for  when  he  found  reafon  to  rclinquifti  the  Speaker's 
chair,  and  to  refign  his  other  places,  he  retired  with  no  penfion, 
place,  nor  reveriion  for  himfclf,  his  wife,  his  fons,  and  his  relations; 
he  retired  to  his  own  limited  patrimony,  to  enjoy  the  confcioufncJi 
of  reditude  with  the  blcffings  of  his  country.     Anotlicr  branch  of 
the  fame  family,  he  was  accufcd  of  having  an  intention  to  bring 
forward,  Mr.  George  Ponfonby.    A  man  more  eminent  in  his  pro- 
feffion  was  not  to  be  found.     He  had  been  fent  for  to  England  to 
confult  with  Miniftcrs  on  the  arrangements  to  be  made,  and  it  was 
fully  and  perfedly  undcrftood,  that  his  great  and  ufcful  talents  were 
tp  be  employed.     With  refpe<St  to  the  material  queftion  in  this  dif- 
cufTion,  it  had  been  ftated  by  the  noble  Earl,  that  as  far  as  he  could 
prefume  to  know,  I  was  bound  to  carry  on  the  fyftcm  which  had 
been  z&ed  upon  with  the  afTiftancc  of  tht  old  friends  of  the  Admini- 
flration,  and  that  they  were  not  to  be  difmiffed.— **  To  this  I  an- 
fwcr,"  faid  Lord  F.  "  that  the  dircft  rcvcrfe  was  the  fadl.     I  'went 
out  exprefsly  authorifed  to  complete  the  meafure  of  1 793  ;  that  mea- 
iure  originated  in  England,  and  when  the  coalition  took  place  ia 
July  laft,  every  Catholic  body  in  Ireland  naturally  looked  to  the 
completion  of  a  fyftem  by  the  men  who  had  begun  it,  wluch  would 
accompli(h  what  they  called  their  emancipation. — Surely  a  noble 
Duke  who  made  an  effential  figure  in  that  coalition,  could  not  en- 
tertain the  idea  of  carrying  on  the  affairs  of  Ireland  on  the  fyftem 
which  had  formerly  prevailed  ;  and  whatever  the  noble  Earl  (Weft- 
morland)   might  think  of  the  merits  of  his  adminiftration,  it  was  not 
regarded   as  one  worthy  of  approbation,  or  fit  to  be  perfevered  in 
by  that  noble  Duke  or  his  friends.     The  prefumption,  therefore, 
is,  that  the  old  fyftem  was  not  to  be  purfued ;  and  fuch  alfo  was 
the  fad.     But,  fays  the  noble  Earl,  has  the  King  power  to  grant 
emancipation  to  the  Catholics  ?     Did  he  not  give  his  royal  affent 
to  the  aft  of  1793,  which  reftorcd  them  to  their  rights  ?     And 
could  it  at  this  day  be  a  queftion,  whether  the  difciplinc  of  the 
Church,  Tranfubftantiation,  the  form  of  kneeling  or  fitting,  or 
(landing  to  take  the  Lord's  Supper,  could  endanger  the  fafety  of  the 
State  ?— No  I — No ! — thefe  alarms  were  gone  b3S  and  now  it  was 
felt  that  there  could  be  no  danger  to  the  State  but  from  political  doc«         J 
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trifles.  In  hR^  Ihe  f eligfous .  tisfts  }n  former  daijts  voie  ttofljp  ]«. 
quired  as  evidences  of  political  creeds ;  and  no^  ftsK  the  occdSm 
vrtrich  gave  them  binh- was  paft,  thcY  ought  to  dtftppcar,  togctScr 
wi^  ^U  the.injurioQs  diftind^ions  and  petty  animo(itied  whtclft*dKy 
had  engendered,  in  order  to  make  room  for  ttso  fair  diftribudon  and 
tranquil  enjoy-mcnt  of  equal  rights.  When  I  undertook  the  arduous 
ftalion  of  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  lecit  bn  remembered  that  it 
was  in  the  hoar  of  danger.  The  common  enemy^  with  an  aclifity 
which  had  furpaffed  the  common -march  of  waff,  had  added  p*vin- 
ces  after  provinces  to  their  dominion.  I  had  foarccly  fet  my  foot 
^onthe  Irifti'  fliwc,  when,  not  a  province  only,  but  a  wiWc  ftatc, 
the  moft  important  ftate  in  Eutopc  as  an  ally  of  England^  had  been 
added-  to  the  empire  of  the  enemy  ;  nor  even  was  this  all.  I  had 
fearcdy  fet  my  foot  on  the  Eaftern  coaft  of  Ireland,  when  the  news 
w^  brodght*  me  that  the  Wcftem  coafl  of  the  kingdom  was  dneat- 
cncdby  36  line  of  battle  fhips  of  the  enemy,  and  thsit  the  whole 
kingdom  lay  at  their  mercy  if  they  chofe  to  make  a  dcfceilt.  This 
fthte  df  peril  did  not  laft  only  for  a  day,  or  for  a  week— it  continued 
for  a  whole  months  pTefkhtitig  to  Ireland,  and  tb  all  tlie  wdrid, 
the  French  the  undifputed  ipafterd  of  the  fea,  even  f^^fwently  after 
the  glotiou9  f  ii^biy  of  the  ift  of  June.  Such  t^s  the  flmt  of  Ire- 
land on  my  arrival,  when  I  applied  to  the  fiiil  men  in  the  kihgdoiti^ 
through  them  to  aroufe  the  whole  energy  of  the  nation,  to  infpiit 
them  w&h  one  common  fcntiment  of  love  tb  their  King,  and  to 
unite  theih  in  one  firm  refolution  of  defencSng  their  eouiitry.-^Ify 
id  fudi  a  moment,  my  hands  had  been'  tied,  and  that  I  oodd  not 
ckll  forth'  the  bed  abilities  of  the  nation,  in  order  to  aroc^  and  in« 
corporate  die  whole,  could  I  havehoptid  ft>r  fuccefs ;  sind,  withcom- 
mon  diiei'ction  for  my  guide,  is  it  likely  diat  I  would  have  attenlpted 
it  ?  I'had'the  power — I-  exerted  it^-^and  I  have  the  thanks  df  every 
part  of  rile  kingdom.  Go  to  St.  James's,  and  you  will  find  that  I 
brought  with  me  the  regret  of  the  people  of  Ireland.  But  I  am  re- 
called ;  and  I  am  told  that  rto  blame  is  thrown  upon  me.  They 
fay  that  there  may  be  no  blame  on  the  one  fide,  and  no  error  on  die 
oriier,  yet  you  all  know  what  infidious  pann?  have  beeti  uibd  to  fdg* 
matize  my  charader.*  It  is  tp  difcover  the  truth  that  I  fupport  the 
modonof  the  noble  Duke.  It  will  bring  the  whole  matter  before 
your  Lord(hips>  and  enable  you  to  decide  fairly  between  us.  I  aft 
for  no  more  than  your  impartial  dccifion." 

LordGREN  VILLE  faid,  that  much  had  been  faid  in  dwf  courfe 
of  the  debate  to'^vhidi,  for  obvious  rpafons,  he  mould  decline  mak- 
insc  any  reply.  ||  was  the  undoubted  prerogative  of  the  Ckwwn-te 
difraifs  Miniftcrs,  whatever  might  be  tlicir  chsira<^er,  and  however 


%^h  their  ^tyKtldny  x^ithout  publkkly  affigning  the  reafons.  There 
night  be  cafes  lit  wbieh  Iheir  Lordfhtps 'would  nlnnk  it  their  duty 
to<ra[Uor  the  confifidenthil  cpmmunications  bet^'ecn  different  brandies 
of  adminifttation ;  but  fuch  cafes  rarely  occurred  ;  and  when  they  did 
xxtiWf  their  Lordfliips  would  difcufis  the  bufincfs  with  the^  whole  of 
the  information  before  them.     It  was  not  for  Minlfler^  before  the 
information  was  called  for  by  the  Hoofe,  to  difclofc  what,  by  their 
duty  and  by  their  46ths,  they  were  bound  to  keep  fecret.     By  this 
rule  he  (hould  be  guided,  notwithftandiag  aay  inducement  to  the 
contrary  ;^  notwithitending  the  llrong  inducement  held  out  by  a  no- 
ble Duke  (Leeds),  that  the  refufal  of  Miniftttrs  to  go  Into  the  in* 
quity  muft  be  followed  by  the  conclufion  that  they  were  to  blamci^ 
When  the  noble  Duke  was  a  member  of  the  Cabinet  he  did  not  fo 
condu6)  himfeif.     He  then  folt  the  propriety  of  fuffering  charges  t^ 
pafs  unanfwered*  when  he  knew  that  a  fingle  word,  but  that  wot<1 
of  a  nature  not  fit  to  be  difclofed,  would  have  cleared  him.  For  his 
own  port,  he  had  often  done  this  ;  and  he  did  TKJt  believe  that  the 
inl^enoe  ^  guilt  was  always  to  be  m^dt  from  (ilencc ;  and  that  if 
a  MiniAer  refufed  to  give  all  the  information  required  to  anfwer  a 
paificujiir  accufation,  and  his  accufer  (hould  <ay,   Haifa  eonfitentem 
ream;  it  woirikd  be'confidered  as  a  feriout  argument fcy  any  man  ac- 
quainted with  pubKc  bufinefs.    The  moA  material  pair  of  the  quef^ 
tion  before  their  Lordibips  was  the  fitnefs  of  going  info^the  difcufTion 
at  ^11,  and  before  deciding  upon  that,  they  were  called  upon  to  dif- 
cufs  it  upon  fufmrfes.     He  would  therefore  difmifs  from  his  coofi- 
deration  all  verbal  declarations,  all  pamphlets  and  publications  of 
letters,  authenticated  or  unauthenticated,  andreftriclhimrclf  towhaC 
iie conceived  to  be  the  only  ground  upon  which  the  decifion  of  the 
Houie  ought  to  turn.  With  refped  to  the  infmuation  that  the  blame 
might  be  imputable  to  1ms  noble  friend  [Duyc  of  Portland),  in  whofe 
department  wa*  the  ^orrefpondence  with  Ireland,  he  would  fay,  ia 
the  firft  place,  that  no  blame  was  imputable  to  any  of  His  M^ycfty  s 
Miftifters ;  and,  in  the  npxt,  that  blame,  if  any  there  were,  was 
not  more  imputable  to  his  noble  friend  ilian  to  any  other  ccmfKicntial 
fervant  of  the  Crown  ;  for  there  was,  corJJ'tution^riv,  n  » fuch  thing 
as  government  by  departments,  every  Member  of  the  Cabinet  being 
equally  refponfible  for  every  mfcafurc  of  the  Cnbinct.     The  terms 
upon  which  men  who  had  before  didorcd  in  political  opinion  had 
agreed  to  a£t  together,  were  fuch  as  the  fituation  of  the  country  ren- 
*!ered  honourable  ;  and  although  the  fuccefs  of  that  jun;^Vion  had  not 
been  eAtirely  anfwerable  to  his  wiihes,  it  was  great  confolation  to 
him  that  it  had  been  fo  great  jis  the  country,  mucli  t'>  its  benefit, 
had  a<StuaU?>  experienced^  indepettdentof  th^  fatibi4<^ion  he  fcit  fraiB 
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the  opportunity  of  acquaintance  mth  the  cKarafter  apd  virtues  a( 
men  whom  otherwife  he  (hould  not  have  had  means  of  knowif^  fo 
well.  He  had  looked  anxioufly  for  the  proper  groonds  of  fudi  a 
thbtion  in  the  fpeech.of  the  noble  Mover,  and  found  only  a  hi&orf 
of  what  the  noble  Duke  conceived  to  be  the  conduct  of  Adxmniftia- 
tlon  Ance  the  American  wan  Did  the  fituation  of  a  Lord  Lieute- 
nant of  Ireland* differ  in  any  rcfpeS  from  that  of  any  other  Miniftcr 
of  the  Crcwn,  ^'ho  might  be  removed  at  pjcaftifc  ?  His  cmbarraff- 
mcnt  proceeded  only  from  not  knowing  what  it  wa#  he  had  to  conv* 
bat.  If  the  nob)e  Lord  (Fitzwilliam)  complained  of  his  recal  ftom 
the  Lord  Lieutenancy  of  Ireland,  he  would  anf^er  by  reminding 
the  noble  Lord  of  the  fervants  of  the  Crown  he  had  himfdf  removed 
from  office.  Were  Minifterial  places  held  fcr  life,  or  during  good 
behaviour  ?  He  had  been  thirteen  ycard  in  Parliament,  and  fan 
the  removal  of  eight  Lord  Lieutetiaats  without  ft  tingle  complaint  to 
Parliament  upon  the  fubje6^.  It  was  faid  to  be  extraordinary  that  a 
Lord  Lieutenant  (hould  be  removed  during  a  fefTion  of  P^Uament, 
and  yet  three  or  four  of  thofe  he  had  mentioned  had  been  foremoijptl. 
This  had  been  the  pradice  amid  all  the  parties  and  fadions  by  whidi 
tiiis  country  had  been  agitated  ;  and  to  adopt  a  new  oourfe  wduld 
be  not  to  fupport,  but  to  «bange  the  Conititution.  Ifpthing  could 
be  more  dangerous  than  fuch  a  change ;  for  it  was  not  pufhingthc 
principle  too  far  to  fay  that  if  cither  Houfe  of  Parliament  were  to 
inquire  into  the  caufes  of  difmiffing  Minifters,  the  next  ftep  muft 
be  inquiring  whether  or  not  their  fuccdffors  were  wdl  cho(en»  ao4 
tdvUing  as  to  their  appointment.  They  would  then  eftabliih  a 
Committee  of  Public  Safety,  or  fomething  worfe*  Their  Ix>rd- 
fhips  were  not  fitting  in  a  conftitucnt  alTembly  to  new  model  the  form 
of  Government.  He  admitted  that  Miniflers  were  refponlible  for 
the  advice  they  gave  to  the  Crown,  but.  before  they  were  called  to 
account,  fubilantivc  ground  mud  be  laid  tor  a  char^  agaloti  thein« 
The  Houfe,  it  was  laid,  muft  proceed  with  difcretion ;  tut  to  call 
for  the  corrcfpondence  firft,  and  then  afterwards  confider  what  ufc 
they  would  make  of  it,  was  nut  to  proceed  with  difcretioii.  He 
enlarged  on  the  .danger  ©f  difculTmg  the  Cathojic  queition  in  thpt 
Houfe,  upon  which  the  independent  LcgiflatUre*of  Ireland  might 
already  have  come  to  a  decifion.  On  whatever  fide  that  decifion 
might  be,  what  would  be  the  confcquence,  if  their  Lordfbips'  deci- 
fion fliould  happen  to  be  dMterent  r  Was  it  fit  to  hold  out  to  tbo 
people  of  Ireland,  **  Your  own  Parliament  are  opprefTors  and  talk- 
roafters  ;  to  the  Parliament  of  England  you  muft  look  for  rtdrcfer* 
Were  his  condudl  as  a  Member  of  the  Cabinet  to  be  judged,  he 
would  claim  being  ju^gedj  not  upon  letters  and  furmifes,  but.up<>n 
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the  whole  of  the  coitefpdndence ;  and  it  was  for  their  Lordflitp$  td 
67»  "^heth^  or  not  they  would  Call  for  that  conefppndence  under 
thecircumfhirlcee  and  »t  the  hazatd  he  had  fVated« 

The  Duke  of  LEEDS  faid,  their  Lordf^ips  would  recdka that 
when  he  had  the  honour  of  being  a  Mccnber  of  the  Cabinet,  lie  had 
fometimai  fubniitted  ro  the  charge  of  fallen  Tilence  rather  than  dcfit^nd 
himMf  by  difdofing;  whit  was  not  fit  to  be  dUclofcd.  The  motion 
now  before  their  L»rdfhips  might,  fo  far  is  refpeiStql  any  difclofurc, 
in  his  opinion,  be  compiled  with  without  any  indlfcrction. 

The  Duke  of  NDIMFOLK  faid,  he  had  notqueftioned  the  pre- 
rogative of  the  Crown  to  renrwv^  Miniftcrs  a  ples|fute ;  nor  did  he 
ikieah  to  enter  into  the  nrcrifs  or  vtemeritsof  the  pcrfons  whom  the 
noble  Earl  had  thought  it  ne^eflary  to  remove  in  Ireland.  He  con^'^ 
tended  that  a  lai^e-  fupply  had  been  obtain(!d  from  the  people  of  Ire-* 
land  by  deception,  ^nd  the  objed  of  his  lootion  Was  to  afocrtain 
^ith  whom  the  deception  lay. 

The  Earliof  LAUDERDALE  ttipreffed  his  furprift  at  the  o^ 
l^tiori'to  an  inquiry,-  whieii  the  charackr  of  his  noble  friend  (Earl 
FitKwiiliamX'  the  chatader  of  Adminifttation,  and  the  puUic  in* 
teieft,  equally  demanded.  The  Public  had  an  Intereft  in  the  cha- 
ncers of  fueb  men  as  his  noble  friendj.  whicKthcy.(hould  not  fuffer 
to  be  muttered  awayi  But  when  he  heard  the  predcceflbx  of  his 
noUe  friend  in  Ireland  (Earl  of  Weftmorlaod)  thrpWing  out  accu- 
fations  againft  him,*  he  thought  the  inquiry  could  not  bo  refufed. 
That  noble  Lord  was  tK)t  quke  fo  fecret  with  refpeA  to  Iri(h  afiairs, 
as  the  Secretary  of  State.  He  told  thehr  Lordlhips  ihat  a  bargain 
had  been  made  for  Lord  Fitzgibbon,  and  tint  Mr.  Pitt  told  him 
that  no  bargain  had  been  made  for  Mr.  Beresford,  or  any  of  the  roft. 
Here  then  was  high  authority ;  for  that  part  of  t'^iC  accufation  againft 
his  nohk  friend>  of  removing  pcrfons  whom  he  had  agreed  not  to  re- 
rtovci  -was  unfounded,  unlcfs  their  Lor'd(hips,  from  their  kho%- 
ledge  of  Mr.  Pitt,  (hould  be  of  opinion  that  what  he  fald  ought  tor 
go  for  nothing.  The  rtoble  Lord  (Weftmorlaild)  denied  the  cor^ 
ruption  of  the  government  of  Irclatid,  and  claimed  the  merit  of 
giving  away  a  reverfion  of  2300I.  in  purfuince  of  that  very  fyftcn^ 
which  he  faid  did  not  cxift.  The  noble  Lord  wa?  equally  incortdft- 
cnt,  -when  he  argued,  that  the  difmiffal  of  certain  pcrfons  from  office 
In  Ireland,  was  a  difgracc  for  which  there  could  be  no  adequate 
compenfatlon,  but  that  the  removal  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  afforded 
no  reafonaWe  giound  of  complaint.  Thofe  who  knew  the  charaiVe/ 
of  Earl  FitiBWilliam,  the  integrity  and  candour  of  his  life,  and  the 
proofs  he  had  given  of  the  fincerit;^  of  his  junfliort  with  Adminiftw^ 
fion,  could  .entertain  no  doubt  of  his  earned  wifh  to  co-operate  bf 
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every  means  epniUlent  with  hts  honoiH',  in  fiippoct  ofNA^t  ffkaset 

which  hj^  opinion  of  the  intefeil  of  his  country  had  in<||pcd  hkn  » 
adopt.     The  nohle   Lord  (Wcflmorland)  aflced,  if  any  man  would, 
fay  that  Mr.  Pitc  was  capable  oi,  abandoning  thofe  l;y  whom  be  had 
been  fupportcd  x  ^Hc  was  the  man  ^ho  would  fay  lb.     Was  tfaeie 
now  in  the  Cabinet  an  independent  mani  ofihofeby  whomA^r.Pitt 
had  been  origintily  fuppofted  r  Had  he  not  abandoned  and  got  rid 
of  them  one  afcc|^  another,  on  different  {^et^ts,  till  he  had  got  coad- 
jutors of  his  own  rearing,  or  entirely  to  bis  own  liking?  Had  he 
ibewn  himfclf  morp  i^eady  to  princrplcs  thaffhc  bad  been  to  perfans  ? 
One  of  his  carltcd  principles  bad  been  to  repiobaie  coalitions*     In 
a  fpeech  upon  that  fubjcd  he  aiked^  ^^  If  it  could  be  fuppofod  that 
he  would  change  his  princjf  lea  as  aaiily  as  he  wouM  change  his* 
gloves  r"  And  yet  any  iady  would  haffe  ruined  her  pin<>nioncyr 
merely  by  cbai^gingher  gloves  as  often  as  Mr.  Pitt  had  iincc  changed 
his  principles.   He  inftanccd  a  variety  of  thefe  ch^uiges,.  from  which 
he  inferred,  that  if  Mr.  Pitt  wa&for  die  Catholic  eroaiu^patioawhent 
Earl'  Fitzwilliam  went  to,  Ireland,  it  was  natyi^al  to  es^pedl  that  be. 
'would  diange  his  opinbn,  ^caufe  to  be  trpe  to  any  ]jK)IiUcal.  priaei- 
pje  would  be  iBConfident  with  tbec^uniform  tenor  %i  his  condud* 
As  their  Lord(hips  were  denied  proofe,  thfy  iviuft»  fii^ia,the  cha- 
ra£lcrs  of  the  two  men,  prcfume  that  the  dcpsNt^e*froas  previoii^ 
agreement  lay  with  Mr.  Pitt,  not  with  Karl  Fitzwilliam.     He  ad- 
verted to  Lord  Carlifle's  letter  to  Earl  Fitxwimam,  written,  hefaid, 
in  a  fpirit  of  fricnd(hip,  which  he  di(i  pot  w«ll  4inder(land.     He 
would  be  flow  to  fufped.  a  friend  of  ipifeonduf^ ;  but  if  eo$npeUed 
to  do  it,  he  would  frankly  tell  hini  fo.     The  ftyle  of  the  letter,  on- 
the  contrary,  was  that  of  difclainung  the  intention  of  imputing 
blame,  but  pcifpicuoufly  conveying  it  in  alm#(l  every  ieotence,  and 
gently  iiilinuating  guilt  upon  every  he^d.  The  noble  Lord  (Qiirltile) 
wondored  that  hi^  jaoble  fricn&i  (Kould  think  that  his  recall  ifipplied 
any  chaige  agsinil  his  condudt^  and  yet  the  noble  Lord  hnnfelf  had 
confidered  recall  from  the  fame  fituation  by  a  Miniftry  to  which  he 
/was  holiiie  (A^Iarq^is  of  Rockingham's)^  although  he  bad  a6||ially 
fent  oyer  4.  letter  of  rcfignation  previous  to  recdving  the  letters  of 
recall,  as  an  injury,  unprecedented,  and  declared  that  he  would  not 
communicate  upon  the  affairs  of  Ireland  whh  that  Miniftry.     Ilie- 
noble  Lord's  conduct  reminded  him  of  an  anecdote  of  the  late  Mr. 
Lee,  who  being  prcifcd  by  a  friend  to  go  to  the  Opera  to  fee  a  cde* 
brated  Frencli  dancer,,  and  being  a&ed  his  opinioc|r  unwilling  to 
difpleafe,  returned  for  anfwer,  "  tliat  all  the  performers  had  done 
very  well" — So  fincc  the  N^niftry  had  changed-  the  noble  Loid's 
ribband  from  green. to  blue,  whatever  political. baMct  tbpy  mig^lgjct 
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wp$  tii€)^43^  be  ioie  of  tbe  noble  Lord's  appnMkfni' idf  atl Hm 
pcrfonaers,  ^id  4bat  he  vouU  nor  nflc  diQdeafing  ftny,  by  fajrkig; 
that  «ffie  pcribrncd  better  than  another.  Their  LordMhips  mwc  not 
called  upon  to  difeufe  the  Catfaolk  ^joefiiofi ;  hut  to  inquM  tvho  haJ 
been  the  au^kx*  of  the  impofition  reipeding  it,  pradifed  upon  Irdandw 
He  eoflftp^ed  the  corruptions  of  the  gptf eminent  iibl^^nd,  wirft  the 
comiptoons  of  the  goTermnent  heic,  and  deimd  tfaetr  Lordfliips  to 
look  to  the  Bereafbrds  at  home. 

The  Mztqm  TOWNSHEND  (aid,  it  vasimpioper  to  feleft 
that  name  iavidioiiliy.  ICan^  diavge  was  biought  againft  Mr.  Be- 
lesford,  be  deiired  nothing  rmoie  eanieftlj  than  an  opportsnity  oC 
meeting  itl 

The  Eail  of  LAUDERDALE  faid,  ho  meant  not  to  arraign 
indivWuris,  hut  die  fjfienv  which  he  proceeded  to  do  in  very  pointed 
tenna ;  and  after  a  warm  eulog^um  on  Earl  Ficxwiliram^s  admini- 
ftration  in  Ireland^  and  the  charadhtrslof  thofe  by  whom  it  had  beei^ 
fupportedt  particnlady  of  Mr.  Grattan,  concluded  wilh  ^bfcfving^ 
that  vvhether  the  motion  were  fuccefsful  or  not»  the  refuk  muft  be^ 
that  his  LoidOiipJi  condnd  woiild  fland  unfulfiedln  the  <^as  oS  the 
Public,  fupported  by  the  unanimnis  teftimboy  of  dielrith  matiori. 

The  Earl  of  CARLISLE  vindicated  himfelf  from  the  charge  of 
having  inlTouated  anyUime  agaitift  bh  noble  friend  (Fitiwittiain) ; 
he  had  writtento  him  in^lhrft  niftance,  merdytoftatetbeTeporli 
in  cif^ulafian,  with  .ref|eA  to.  bis  condufi.  He  never  conceived 
that^hore  e»Aed  iiny  ^aige  againft  him  which  called  for  fueh  21H 
inquiry  aa^  wais  00m  demanded.  Ht  concluded  mdk  advertbig  to- 
lome  fa^s  withre^cft  (o  his  own  adminiftration. 

The  Marquis  of.  BUCKINGHAM  oppoTed  the  morion^  as  novel 
Vl  itfelf,  and  of  a  dangdK>us  tendency ;  he  oondemned  the  facility 
with  whiab  gentlemen  fported  with  private  charadlcrs,  and  bore  ttie 
fbxmgeft  teftimony  to  the  loyalty  and  attachment  of  Mr.  Beresfbrd 
to  His  Majtfty.  As  that  gentleman's  name  had  bren  introduced^ 
however  unneccfTarily,  he  found  himfelf  called  upon  by  jufticc  and 
gratitude-to  declare,  that  duriag  his  adminifhadon  fa  diat  country^ 
hejfound  him  a  man  of  high  honour,  and  oorre£k  integrity.  He 
thought  that  the  ndblc  Earl  who  had  been  recalled  from  his  govern- 
ment, had  been  precipitate  in  the  free  and  unrcferved  publication  of 
his  letters,  for  which  he  believed  that  in  his  cooler  moments  he  would 
beforry.  - 

Lord  AUCKLAND  concurred  in  the  teftimony  to  the  charaAer  ' 
of  Mr.  Beresfordy  who  had  been  now  twenty-five  years  In  the  fer-* 
vice  of  the  Public. 

Xord  SPENCER  (aid,,  that  be.  bad  on  a  former  occafion  profef- 
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fed  hlnlUf  able  to  yindicate  his  owit  oondafl-vrticmevdr  ihii^ifbjflkti 
ihould  take  place.  Dtfagreeablei  however,  as  were  ^  impcmtions 
to  whkb  he  mud  fubje&  himfelf^  he  would  rather^  in  the  prefent  in* 
Aance,  fubmit  to  forego  iriqujry  than  oonfent  to  any  difcUtfure  incon* 
liftent  with  the.  public  intered.  Fiom  what  had  been  fai(l  diat  night 
he  thought  it  necfflfaiy  to  date,  that  ever  fiflce  his  entrame  into  of-- 
fice,  he  had  experienced  the  moAiUiltfonn*and  ooniial  fuppoit  fiom 
his  coUeagueS'in  Adminiftration. 

The  Duke  of  BEDFORD  faid,  that  there  wem  four  Minifterd 
prdent  who  had  once  a£led  with  hiimin  the  cauie  of  'freedom* 
From  iheir  prefent  condud  he  could  not  but  dbem  the  air  of  the 
Cabinet  infc^ious.  The  new  additions  had  even  outforipped  their 
leaders  in  the  career  in  whidi  ttief  were  now  proceeding*  There 
was»  in  hisopinion»  no  danger  in  thr  prefent  inquiry,  but  that  it 
might  dlfdofe  the  duplicity  and  treacheiy  of  Minifters.  ^  They 
ihould  either  aceufe  or  judify  the  condud  of  the'  noble  Lord.  If 
this  was  to  be  refufed,  that  Houfe  would  forfint  the  refpeA  of  the 
people. 

[The  Eail  of  MORTON  called  the  tkoble  Du|;e  to  order.]  His 
Grace  vindicated  his  ri^t  to  fupfofe  the  confequences  of  a  queftioa 
not  yet  decided. 

^The  Duke  of  PORTLAND  faid,  that  ia  }u(tice  to  hinfelf 
and  his  ^colleagues,  he  felt  himfelf  called  upoit^o  by  fomething  on 
the  prefent  occafion.  There  were  two  punts  to  which  iW  ihduld 
advert ;  firft  he  did  not  confider  the  oocafion  to  be  fo  important  as 
to  call  for  any  inquiry ;  fecondly,  he  did  not  thiidc  that  any  diaxge 
had  been  brought  againft  his  noble  friend,  (Earl  Fitzwilliam)  for 
he  (hould  fttll  call  him  fo,  which  rendered  any  invefUgation  neceflaiy 
4br  his  exculpation.  No  charge  had  iafiid  ))een  brought  againll 
him,  and  the  whole  refied  on  a  difierence  of  opinion. 

The  Houfe  divided  on  the  nK>tion, 
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The  foUowhlf  !s  a  correa  Lift  of  Ac  PEERS  who  voted  for  and 
againft  the  Duke  of  NORFOLK'S  Klotlon,  to  lay  before  the 
Houfe  the  Correfpondence  refpeding  the  Recall  of  Earl  FITZr 
WILLIAM  fbm  Ireland.     •  •.       - 
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PROTEST. 

DieF'tntris,  May  %y  I795# 

The  order  of  the  day  being  read  /or  the  Lords  to  be  fumntoned — 
iBovedf 

That  an  humble  Addrefs  be  prefented  to  His  Majefty,  that  be  «B1  be 
gracioufly  pleafed  ro  dire^  that  there  be  laid  before  thu  Houfe,  ftichjparc 
of  the  correfpondence  between  His  Maje(ly*s  Minifiels,  and  EariSau* 
William^  late  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland*  as  relays  to  the  isotiTea  aoi 
grounds  of  his  recal  from  the  Government  of  the  taid  kingdom,  during 
a  feffion  of  Parliament^  in  which  the  two  Houfes  oT  ParliMnent  had  Tcxea 
their  confidence  in  him»  and  of  their  approbation  of  his  conduf^,  and 
with  a  munificence  unexampled,  bad  granted  fupplies  ibr  the  gencni 
exigencies  of  the  flute. 

Which  being  objeAcd  to,  after  a  long  debate,  and  the  queftion  put 
thereupon, 

Refolved  in  the  negative. 

DifTcnticnt. 

1.  Beeaofe  the  removal,  in  the  raidft  of  a  feiGon  of  Parliament,  of 
fuch  an  Officer  of  the  Crovn  as  a  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  the  im> 
mediate  and  foie  reprefentative  of  |lajefly  in  that  kingdom,  under  the 
drcumflances,  is  fingnlar,  perhaps  unprecedented.  The  jrfieds  of  that 
bold  and  unufual  meafure,  cfpeciallj^  in  the  prefent  critical  flate  of  af- 
fairs,  cannot  bd  indifl^rent.  It  is  a  fa6^  notorious,  and  not  contradi^ed, 
that  the  Houfe  of  Lords  and  the  Houfe  of  Commons  in  that  kingdom » 
did  at  the  moment  of  his  recal,  dircdtly  and  eicplicitly,  in  a  folecmi  vote 
and  refoiution  of  each  Houfe,  declare  t&eir  confidence  in  the  Lord  Lieu- 
ti^nant.  It  is  a  fad  equafly  notorious,  and  eq^ially  uncontradi^ed,  thst 
thefe  votes  of  confidence  from  both  Houfes  ot  the  Irifh  Parliamenc  were 
4 n  perfect  conformity  to  the  opinions  and  wifhes  of  all  defcriptioos  of  the 
people  of  that  nation. 

1,  Bixaufe  a  flrongtharge  of  malverlation  in  office,  fupported  by 
clc  ar  proof  or  flrong  prefumption,  ought  to  be  produced  to  weigh  agaialt 
thofe  iblemn  teliiiconiei  of  a  Parliament,  and  thole  declared  opinions  of 
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a  people,  and  to  jufttfy  a  proceeding,  the  inevitable  tendency  of  wHich* 
is  to  produce  diflatisfa^ion  and  dUcord  amwngft  His  lVIajcfty*s  fubjc^s  ia' 
that  kingdom.  That  the  proceeding  itfclf.  is  within  the  prerogative, 
there  is  no  doubt ;  but  there  is  no  doubt  alfo  that  this  Houie  is  compe- 
tent to  an  inquiry  into  all  advice  given  to  the  Crown  with  regard  to  the 
ufeof  that  preroeative ;  and  that  it  is  its  duty  to  make  fuch  inquiry  ia 
any  event  by  which  *His  Majefty  Vliouour  or  iiitercfr,  or  the  tranquillity, 
concord,  and  union  of  his  Empire,  and  its  cummoii  .effort  agaiuA  iu 
common  enemy,  may  i)e "effected. " 

3.  Becaufe,  as  the  Peers  arc  bound  for  their  own  honour  to  examine* 
with  a^«more  lii^ct  fcriutiny  into  the  conducY,  and  to  animadvert  with 
greater  fe verity  ontbe  miidemcanors  ot  thofe  of  their  ownbodyt  fo  they 
owc.a  peculiar  protection  to  fuch  Peers,  as,  on  inquiry,  they  fliall  fin<U 
in  the  ex^rcifc  of  tlte  high  prerogatives  of  the  Crown,  to  have  demeaned 
themfelv«s  uncorroptly,  to  the  fatisfa£tion  of  the  people,  with  a  diligent 
attention  to  the  fundions  of  their  charge,  and  with  duty,  aeal  and  fiflelity. 
to  their  Sovereign. 

4.  Becaufe  Earl  Frtzwilliam,  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  remopcd  in  fo 
unprecedented  a  manner,  did  voluntarily  folicii  in  thislioufc  the  pro- 
duction of  all  fuch  documents,  as  might  turniOi  matter  for  a  full  and  im- 
partial inquiry  into  his  conduct;  that  as  the  cafe  might  appear,  he  might 
lubje<5t  himfelf  tothc  animadverfion,  or  entitle  himfelf  to  the  protection 
of  this  Houfe.  No  valid  rcafons  for  fccrecy  have  been  alledged.  De- 
linquency is  no  proper  object  of  fecrecy,  on  the  one  fide  or  the  other : 
tior  can  any  depending  meafnre  of  Government  be  affef^ed  by  a  difclo* 
fure  of  that  dchnquency.  The  a6l  is  executed.  If  thefc  vague  general 
allegatbns  of  fecrecy  may  be  urged  to  prevent  inquiry.  Peers  mjjy  be 
»&fted  with  fufpicions  utterly  ruinous  to  their  reputation  with  regard 
W  the  matters  ot  higlieft  truft,  without  any  poflibility  of  clearing  them* 
felves. 

-5.  Becaufe  it  appeared  In  the  courfe  of  the  debate,  without  any  at- 
tempt tocontradit^  it,  that  the  Ear]  afdrcfaid  did  a»^ively  and  effcc^tually 
promote  the  fewice  of  the  Crown,  and  the  public  intercft  in  Ireland, 
by  encouraging  through  all  fitting  meim?,  and  difcouraging  by  ix)ne, 
the  zeal  and  afteftion  to  His  Majdly  ot*  his  Parliament  of  Ireland;  by 
obtaining  without  delay,  and  with  great  unanimity,  a  vote  of  more  than 
forty  thoufand  men ;  by  which  the  internal  force  of  that  kingdom  was 
more  than  doubled;  and  by  obtaining  alfo  a  vote  of  two  hundred  thou- 
fand pounds  fjr  the  better  manning'the  navy  of  Great  Bnrain — the  firft 
vote  of  the  kind  in  the  prefent  war,  and  double  to  tlic  foU  example  of 
the  fupply  of  the  fame  kind,  votcd.in  the  IrilTi  I\(rli.iment  in  the  year 
^782,  as  an  acknowledg'.'rn.'nt  of  the  vyft  and  iinpottant  cnnre(Iion»in 
i^giilatlon,  commerce  and  juvlicarure,  then  made  l?y  ih^-  Parliament  of 
Great  Britain,  both  thcfe  fuppiics  for  the  fcrvice  of  <^rcat  Britain 
were  moved  by  Mr.  G rattan,  confidence  in  wlu^ni,  has  been  im- 
puted as  blame  to  Earl  Fitzwiiliam ;  tuough  in  the  debate,  no- 
thing Was  alledged  to  fliew  that  this  diTtinguiQied  perion,  called  to  hh 
confidence  and  councils,  had  ever,  durini(  L»rd  intzwiiliam's  Govern- 
mcnt,  made  any  other  ufc  of  the  ciiimruion  inv/hich  he  is  held  in  his 
country,  than  to  perform  this,  an  1  other  llmilar  fcrviccs  to  His  Majcf- 
ty's  Government;  and  to  reconclc  the  minds  of  his  fellow  fubjens  of 
rtiat  kingdom,  to  bear  the  burdens  brought  on  by  tbcfc  fervices  with 
chee»^fulnef!i,  and  to  co-opt*rate  with  alacrity  ?.nd  unanimity  in  every 
means  of  giving  them  their  full  effe^t- 

6»  Becaufe  it  dois  not  :.ppc<ir  that  the  E«irl  in  queHion,  during  htf 
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AdminUlrationinIrelan4»  iii'in  zny  dtgre^  or  in  any  iiMopKBFj  ibbvcfc^ 
jVnpair  or  weaken  any    ope  of  the  le^^al  prerogatives  of  the  Crown« 
or  abufe  them  to  the  prejudice  of  the  fubje^,  in  any  infiaoc^  what* 
ibeircr.     That  in  the  arrangements  propoted  with  regard  to  office*  «<« 
tlier  in   removfils  or  appointments,  it  does  not  appear  that  the  efficacy 
of  His  Majefly's  Government,  or  the  popularity  of  His  Majeily's  cnea» 
fures,  were  at  all  impaired  -,  or  the  u.nanimity  and  harmony  Qfche  natioa 
difturbcd ;  or  the  confidence  in  His  Majefty's  Governmcnf,  9s  »dmtai« 
Acred  by  him,  in  any  degree  whatfbcvcr,  IciTcned.     To  the  greac  obv 
jc6ts  of  Government  all  ofBcial  arrangements  ought  to  be  lubierriei^c  ; 
and  by  their  effects  on  thofe  objects  it  is  to  be  dtrermin^  wkeftier  rfae 
difcretionary  powers  with  regard  to  oflicial  arranv^emtnts  neceifariiy  in* 
Tcfted  in  His  M^jcfty's  Minifters,  have  been  ki  any  inAancc  properly  op 
i;n properly  employed. 

7.  JSecaufc  the  unanimity  and  zeal  \p  His  Majefty's  fcrvicr,  whtch 
appeared  throughout  that^ kingdom,  was  owing  to  the  hope  held  out  that 
fuch  arrangements  as  the  late  Lord  Lieutenant  propofcd,  would  take 
place,  namely,  fuch  as  tended  to  demonftratc  that  thof^  in  whoni  the 
nation  repofcd  much  confidence^  had  obtained  the  confidence  ot  His  Ma* 
jelly's  Chief  Governor,  and  that  thofe  who  had  the  misfortune  not  to 
obtain  the  public  confidence,  or  at  leail  not  to  obtain  it  in  the  famcde« 
grec,  were  not  to  be  predominant  in  the  efficient  offices  in  the  kingdom* 

8.  That  it  did  not  appear  in  the  debate,  that  incapable  or  Qbnon>(ls 
men,  or  men  of  no  lead  or  importance  in  their  country,  au(j  therefore, 
iinqualified  for  rendering  efurctual  fcrvicc  to  His  Majefiyy  were  the  ob- 
jc6ls  of  choTce  in  thofe  arrangements. 

9.  Becaufe  it  did  not  appear  in  the  debate,  that  any^harfii  or  Tindic-^ 
tive  fpirit  was  manifefted  in  any  propofed  removals:  as  the  moft  large 
and  liberal  confideration  was  obferved  to  the  dignijy,  the  ieelings^  and 
the  interelU  of  the  parties  concerned. 

10.  Becaufe  it  did  not  appear  in  the  debate  that  this  provifion  was 
confidered  in  the  light  of  a  corrupt  and  prodigal  bargain;  but  that  the 
people  at  large  regarded  it  in  a  contrary  light :  It  appears,  that  the 
cftimation  of  that  Government  wrs  rather  uicreafed  than  impaired  by  the 
whole  of  thofp  intended  mcafurcs :  and  it  is  ailbrted  s^nd  fupported  by 
abundant  proof,  that  the  defeat  of  thofe  arrangements,  with  all  their 
confequenccsi  has  excited  a  coufiders^ble  difoonient  amongft  the  peopk 
of  Ireland. 

11.  Becaufe  the  prrfons  who,  qn  account  of  their  general  eftimation 
in  their  country,  were  taken  into  the  coniidence  of  the  btc  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, had,  previouily  to  his  Government,  given  the  moll  linking  and 
unequivocal  proofs  of  iheir  attachment  to  Great  Britain,  of  their  power 
of  fubduing  alj  their  own  privntc  feelings  ;  and  of  facrificiag  to  His  Ma- 
jcfty's  fervicc  no  final!  part  even  of  their  known  animolltics  upon  public 
Jiflfcrenccs,  by  fupporting,  out  of  office,"  and  out  of  confidence  with  the 
Then  ruIcrS|  the  caufe  of  Bririili  Government  in  a  very  marked  and  diP- 
linguilhcd  manner. 

12.  Becaufe  it  a ppen red  in  the  debate,  that  one  of  the  matters  of  dif. 
cnffion  between  His  Majcl'ty's  confidential  fervanfs  in  England  and  the 
faid  Lord  Lieutenant,  had  arifen  on  occafion  of  a  bill  intended  to  be  in- 
troduced into  the  Parliament  of  Ireland  by  IVJr.  Graifan,  *'  Ftfr  the  far-' 
tbcr  relief  of  His  7>Taieftys  Catholic fubje^s  /«,  that  kingdom  J*^  Of  fubjci^ 
to  be  acjitated  in  the  Parliament  of  that  kingdom,  this  Houfc  can  take  no 
pognizancc  ;  but  they  may  take  cognizance  of  the  conduft  of  a  Bntilti 
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Peer,  Mcmbdt*  of  tt)U  itatiCe  and  rcprefenting  His  l^lajefly,  for  his  coa* 
&ofi  in  His  Maj^fty's  flrvice,  in  ahy  part  of  his  dominions.  If  the  lat^ 
Lord  Lieutenant  gave  countenance  to  any  meafurc  repugnant  to  that 
ifervice,  and  in  defiance  to  that  authority,  aridpofitiveinflrudionsgivea 
by  His  Majefty's  Miniftcrs  here,  it  forms  a  matter  of  conflitutional  dif- 
cuilion  irr  this  Hbufc.  Upon  that  point  Earl  Fitzwilliam  has  alledged^ 
that  he  is  ready  to  put  himfelf  upon  ihe  judgement  of  this  Houfe;  foe 
he  cbntertds,  that  the  motion  for  leave  to  bring  in  fuch  a  bill  (which  h^ 
Odmits  to  have  been  made  at  his  e^prcfs  defire)  did  not  afford  caufe  of 
alanti  or  appreheniion  in  any  manner  whatever.  He  contends,  that  tho 
principle  or  fuch  a  bill  was  highly  conformable, to  other  former  proceed^ 
ings  known  to  be  countenanced  by  His  Majcfly^s  Miniftcrs,  nor  does  it 
appear  by  any  thing  alledged  in  the  debate,  that  the  countenance  under* 
ftood  ro  be  gtven  by  the  late  Lord  Lieutenant  for  a  farther  relief,  couU 
j5e  a  juft  ground  for  his  removal:"  when,  a  recommendation  from  the; 
Throne  itielf,  by  his  pred'iccfror  the  Earl  of  Wtftmorland,  in  the  year. 
1^93,  for  advanta(;cs  of  infinitely  greater  extent,  that  is  to  fay,  a  general 
capacity  for  all  q/tices  and  franchifcs  (about  thirty  offices,  and  feats  isk 
Parli^menr  only  excepted)  has  been  made  matter  of  merit. 

13.  Becaufe  it  appears  from  feveral  years  paft  to  have  been  the  policy 
cf  His  Majcft}''s  Britifli  Councils  with  regard  to  Ireland,  and  of  the  Par- 
liament of  that  kingdom,  to  remove  the  feveral  civil  rcftraints  which  had 
Been  made  in  confcqucnce  of  religious  differences ;  for  all  offices  had 
been  opened  to  Protcilant  Diilenters,  without  any  limitation  whatever^ 
^  the  repeal  of  the  Tcft  in  that  kingdom,  in  the  year  x779»  '9^^  ^^^ 
floth  of  His  Majefly,  chap.  vi.  From  thofe  DilTentersno  Tcft  whatever 
^as  exacted,  in  lieu  of  that  from  vvhich  they  were  exonerated.  But  for 
tht  Catholics,  by  an  aft  of  the  ijth^  or  14th  of  his  prcfeot  Majelly^i 
chap,  xxxiv.  aTeft  oath  was  propofed,  for  afccrtainine  the  allegiance  and 
fidelity  of  Cntholics,  as  fuch.  About  four  years  after,  that  is,  in  the 
ytar  1777-8,  17th  and  18th  of  George  III.  chap.  xlix»  in  confcquence 
of  this  oath,  a  flron^  legiAative  declaration  was  made,  in  which  the, 
principle,  which  had  been  gradually  followed  up  by  fubfcqucnt  a£ts,  is 
ftrongly  and  decidedly  affirmed ;  for  the  preamble  of  that  act,  after  ftat- 
ing  certain  penalties  and  incapacities  under  which  the  Catholics  did  then 
labour^  thus  proceeds':  "  Whereas,  from  their- uniform  peaceable  beha- 
viour for  a  loag  feries  of  years,  it  appears  reafonable  and  expedient  to 
relax  the  fame  ;  and  it  muft  tend,  not  only  to  the  cultivation  and  im- 
provement of  this  kingdom,  but  to  the  pro/perlty  andjlrength  of  Ah\^  His 
Majejly*s  dom'tniom^  that  his  i'ubjccts  of  all  denominations,  fhould  enjoy 
the  benefits  of  our  free  Coufututiok^  andjhotdd  he  hound  to  each  other  hy  mu» 
tikit inter  Jl  and  mutual  affe^ion,^*  Soon  after,  that  is^  on  the  aift  and 
2'id  of  his  prefent  Majcfty,  chap.  xsiv.  it  was  again  declared,  that  Ca- 
tholics, on  taking  the  Teft  oath  aforefaid,  **  ought  to  be  confidered  as 
|rt>od  and  loyal  I'ubjcfts  to  His  Majefly,  hii  Crown,  and  Government; 
Btid  that  the  continuance  of  the  laws  formerly  enafled,  and  theq  in  forces 
flgainftperfonsof  the  Popifh  religion,  arc  therefore  unnecclliiry,  in  rcfpe^t 
to  thole  who  h;;ve  taken  or  fb.;ll  take  the  fald  oath,  and  is  injurioqs  to 
the  real  welfare  and  pi*ofperity  of  the  kingdom  of  Ireland.*'  Nothing 
can  be  more  clearly  laid  down  than  the  pnnciplc  upon  which  the  feveral' 
fl£ls  of  relief  from  the  firfl  year  of  relaxation,  virtually  beginning  fo  early 
as  the  year  1773,  twenty  years  before  the  paHing  the  large  capacitating 
oft  of  the  year  1793,  was  grounded,  namely,  the  recognized  allegiancc^^ 
ahd  reciprocal  u^hx  to  protccllon,  held  out  upon  taking  this  and  •th«r 
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Tefl:  (tttlis.    It  wai  platn  that  the  policy  of  the  L^flature  waa,^  to  af« 
finsT  the  principle  a»  larj^ely  as  poilibl^,  and  to  make  the  capacities  foU 
low  (as  they  have  pra<5tically  followed)  gradually,    according  as   fa- 
vourable occasions  ihould  otter.     Thefe  a£^8  have  always  been  underdood 
to  have  emanated  origmally  from   His  MajcAy's  gracious  dtfpoijtion, 
imd  to  have  proceeded  to  the  GtYvernment  of  Ireland,  through  the  firitifli 
Cabinrt.     If  tbei'e  tcfls  could  not  be  deorocd  a  fecurity  in  the  reierred 
cafes,  it  )S  impoflible  ro  allign  a  reafon  why  tbcy  were  deemed  a  (ecurity 
tn  the  hundreds  of  others,  to  which  a  capacity  was  opened  by  the  a^  of 
1793.     The  incapacitating"  rcfcrves,  in  the  a6t  of  1793,    like  thofc  of 
the  former  afVs,    proceeding  (though  more  llbwly)  upon  the  iainc  de- 
clared policy,  evidently  vrcre  not  made  upon  their  own  declared  priii* 
ciple.    They  were  made  in  the  regular  progrcfs  of  a  fyflem  of  enlarge- 
ment, in  order  m  com  pro  mi  fe  with  the  fpirit  of  monopoly.'    But»   it  i« 
atfened  by  Earl  Fitzwilliam,  and  nothing  without  inquiry  caneffe^uaBy 
eontradidt  the  ailcrtion,  that,   whitft  in  reality  the  cedridlions  gave  fa* 
tisfadtion  to  none,    they  caufed  difcontcut  in  many,.    The  Proteiianrs 
regarded  thefe  exceptions  with  total  indifference.     iThe  Catholics  looked 
on  them^a^i  figns  of  fufpicion  and  dcgnid:ttion :  they  conhdercd  them  aa 
marks  (contrary  to  the  declared  policy  of  the  a(fts)  contrived  to  lie  fct 
upon  them  by  their  enemies,  rodillinguifh  them  as  bad  Cubje<5lsand  bad 
chizcns.     The  proceedings  of  their  enemies  leave  in  their  minds  no  doubt 
that  thefe  tokens  of  reprobation  arc  kept  as  pretexts  for  affronts^   con* 
tumelies,  and  injuries  ot  all  kinds ;    and  for  practically  depriving  them 
•f  mol)  of  the  benefits  of  thofc  capaciii<:$  whiwh  the  law  fcemed  to  hold 
out  to  them* 

14.  Becault  Tt  it  alTcdgcd,  that  a  bill  for  farther  relief  was  publlckfy 
known,,  as'likely  to  be  in  agination  before  thcdepart«re  of  the  Lord  Licu^ 
tenant  from  England  ;•  that  he  had  no  inftpruction  whatever  dirc£Uy  to 
oppofe  it,  though  ^n  opinion  was  exprcllcd,  that  it  had  better  be  dc- 
kyed  for  a  time  of  greater  tranquillity;  but  ilie  eapediency  of  giving 
fupport  to  it  was  a  matter  left  to  his  difcrction,  as,  iirihe  nature  of 
things,  it  ncccflarily  would  he,  on  any  fuhjcd,  the  principle  of  which 
^as  admitted,  tlie  fitncfs  of  the  rime  being,  the  only  point  of  doubt,  and 
which  could  only  be  c'tcided  by  exifting  circumilanccs. 

i;.  Bccaufe  it  is  oi^crcd  in  proof,  that  tl>e  late  Lord  Lieutenant  was 
dihj[;(  ntin  the  fearch,  and  prompt  in  the  communication  vo  Mlnillcrs  of 
cveiy  inlorm;i:ion  on  the  fubjevft.  That  he  foon  found,  that  all  bo^cs 
of  putting  otfthe  quclti'jn  was  impra<fti cable — that  he  hed  reafon  to  think 
the  pivfeut  ilme,  tov  carrymq;  ihe  principles  of  the  a«5ts  of  179.2  and  1793 
to  their  full  oUjedl,  to  be,  ot^aUorhrrs,  moft  favourable — that  he  found 
the  relief  to  be  ardently  defircd  by  the  Catholics  ;  to  be  alkcd  for  by  very 
many  IVoteftants,  and  to  be  cheerfully  acquiefced  in  by  almoft  all — that 
this  circumftrmcc  removed  the  difiicultics,.  on  which  the  |x>(tponing  the 
qyeilion  could  alone  be  dcllr^d — that  he  found  the  delays  had  created 
much  fufpicion  and  imcafmefs  amongft  the  Catholic  petitioners,  who 
THcie  numerous  almoiV  beyond  all  example — that  he  found  a  bill  00  thofe 
petitions  would  infallibly  and  fpecdily  be  brought  iuto  Parfiament,  and 
that  many  Members  were  defiious  to  inti'oduce  it ;  and,  if  this  were  tha 
cafe,  the  menfure  mi;;hr  come  into  hands  with  which  neither  he  nor  the 
Kinj;'s  Minificni  had  any  connection,  which  would  leave  with  govern- 
intfrtt  only  the  difagrccable  pan  of  altering  Or  of  modifying,  if  any  alte- 
ration or  modificatTon  had  been  thought  neceiTary  by  the  Britifhi  Govem- 
ftieiity  depriving  His  Majefly  thereby  of  the  whole  grace  and  cficd  o( 


what  was  flones  That  m  this  unpleafant'iituation  he  (entfor  Mr.  GpLt^ 

taD»  and  deHred  him,  as  a  peribu  in  his  confidence^  and  vrho  woiild  act 

ion  the  occa&)n  according  to  what  he  and  the  Minifterst   in  their  pru«^ 

dencc,' might  fuggef^.     That  Mr.  Grattan  did  confent,  and  did,  at  hia^ 

defire,  niov«  for  leave  to  bring  ki  a  bill  for  the  farther  relief  of  the  Ro** 

man  Catholtca.     That  the  motion  for  leanf^  was  received  wi^h  little  difcuf* 

£ion,  and  without  any  di? i(ion«     That  n9  bill  on  tbr/ubjt^  ^uoas  infoB 

brought  iu — and  that  Miniflry  were  informed,  that  none  would  b^  brought* 

in  without  their  knowledge :  nor  until  of  late,,  and  after  Lord  FitzwiW* 

liain*s  departure^   was  fuch  a  thing  attempted.     That  the  then  Lonl^ 

Lieutenact  communicated' largely. all  his.  ideas  on  the  fubje£t.    Thar 

whilll  the  propofed  bill  was  not  yet  introduced  into  the  Houfe  of  Com^ 

znons,  and  whilft  he  was  obeying  their  inflrudidooi.i  with  regard  to  in«^ 

formations  and  opinions^  he  was  Suddenly  removed,  with  the  ilrongciit 

marks  of  difplcafure  and  difgrace.     That  on  this  ilate  of  things,  no  fu^ 

itcient  reafon  appears  to  exid,  ia  this  meafurc,  <any  more  than  in  the  bu»> 

iinefsnf  arraogentents,  for  theunufual  and  .alarm!  ngflep  of  difgfadng  v^ 

L»ord  Lieutenant  in  the  middle  of  a  fi^iBon  of  Parliament^  in  which  the 

buiinefs  of  His  MajrAy,  and  of  the  whole  Empire  (as  far  as  thatkitigdom 

could  operate  in  it)  \vas  carried  on.  with  unufual  unanimity  and  fuocefs^) 

and  with  a  very  great  concurrence  without  doors  of  all  ordei;s  and  de* 

fc,riptions  of  men.     It  it  a  flep  for  which,  on  .the.  debate,  nothing  waa 

{aid  ro  make  it  appear  juAifiable^  and  to  render  an  inquiry  concerning  it* 

unnecdTary.  .} 

PONSONBY. 
.        FITZ  WILLI  AlVt 

.  And  the  faid  Earl  Fitzwilliamv  moreover  proteiling  for  himfelf,  and' 
on  his  own  part,  declares,-  that  this  Houfe  refuting  fuch  neceilary  invef^ 
tigation,  he  doth  conceive  and  feel  himfelf  injured  and  oppreiTedyas  a  Bri*- 
tiih  f'ibje<5tya9  a  P^er  of  Great  Britain,  and  as  aperfon  who  has  ezercifed 
an  hi^h  arui  very  refponlibic  trutl  under  His  Majefly.  That  he  is  not  con^ 
tent  merely  to  prove  bis  innocence — that  he  was,  and  is  ready  to  make  \t  • 
appe'.trto  the  Houfe,  and  to  his*  country,  thatiji  that  trufl  faehasa^ed 
falchtuUy,  zcalouilv^  aifedtionately,  dutifully,  anddilig^^utly  towards  his 
Sovereign ;  that  be  has  a^cd  with  atccmion  and  pracHcability  towards  his  * 
colleague?  in  office — that  he  has  a^ed  with  an  enlightened  regard  to  th« 
true  intereQs  of  the  nation,  which,  under  His  Majefty'))  authority,  he  wai 
appointed  to  govern*  That  he  itands  upon  the  merit  of  his  meaAires^ . 
and  the  prudence  of  his  arrangements:  that  by  them  coniidence  was  re« 
covered  to  Government.  That  he  iKinds,  for  the  julticc  and  the  policy 
of  removing  the  few,  feeble,  mifcrable,  incfficaciout',  but  invidious  re-o 
(bn^ions,  that  remain  on  the  Catholics' of  Ireland,  as  wholly  ufelefa  for 
any  good  purpofe,  but. powerful  in  caufingdifcontent,  both  with  regard 
to  Government  and  to  Parliament ;  as  furnifliing  handles  ot  oppreilion 
to  the  malevolent,  and  as  fupplying  pretexts  for  diforders  to  the  turbu- 
lent and  feditious.  That  he  Htould  h^ivc  (licwn  a  cie{>ree  of  incapacity ^ 
wholly  to  unfit  him  for  his  arduous  truA,  if  he  had  Hinted  on  an  idea,  that 
the  politics  of  this  time,  or  that  the  prefenl,  or  probable  future  interefU 
of  dates,  do  at  all  depend  upon  quelHoiis,  whether  of'dodlrine  or  difd- 
pline,  cither  as  agitated  between  Catholics  and  Protedants,  or  as  agi- 
tated by  Protcdants  amongCl  their  feveral  fubdivifions.  The  Church 
and  State  have  enemies  very  different,  and  infinitely  more  formidableg 
than  any  which  have  their  origin  in  any  religious  parties.    \\<  has  for 
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Ihat  bv  gtfcd  tnamigefneDt  trie  din^<fniu^  pHficipled  an^  tempeftf  ot  tbtf 
fti&e  time  hem  pcriiuidedf  btit  rnui:  clearly  lu  tiiue  Ka  v^cnt  to  Ireland,' 
times,  which  huiTC  another  and  more  rc'ccnt  orisr^n,  may  be  \xpt  from 
taking  rott  either  in  the  chiftch  oi  lr!*Un(i^  there  happily  eflabliftied  ; 

^  or  itt  the  Preftytcrian  chorch,  in  comm«ilioi>  wiih  thn  ot  Scorla^nd  ;  or 
la  the  church  of  •!  he  aid  nuti^re^of  Iroldnd,  cnnimanicatin^  w^rh  that  of 
Borne  ;  or  in  arry  other  religious  led!  whatcvrr;  bur  thaf  through^ in< 
tfiRpemtp,- Ttxatimt?,  errropt,  or  oppreiSve  ct^ndu^,  etery  one  of  thefe 
dtffcripcioni  nay  be^  inletted  with  this  evil^  in  gredcer  or  Jc&r  degree  of 
elxtent  and  malignity  according  tdthe  de^et  ot  opprdfiod  t»  in(tilcreciony' 
wtth  which  they  afe  leTcrally  tneatpd.  He  wa^  and  h  coniriticed,  that 
tlie  bo(k  mode  of  refiOing  this  reigning  dan^r,  either  from  whhin  of 
from  wielvout,  is  not  to  be  found  in  ar  plan  for  fevivirlgv  by  art  and  in-^ 
flhmcey  prejudices  and  heart-bifroingfi  esphred,  or  urady  ttt  dF^pire,  or 
o^  ibwing  the  feeds  of  external  difcord  snsd  division  between  the  pec^>!e^ 
DuriBg;  hie  Govennfivcnt  ho  had  nothing  to  complain  of  th*"  difpo^ions* 
of  any  rdigious'defciiption  as  fuch ;  and  his  principled  of  Govemmeflt' 
lad  hiin  tacu'ltltatrthcaftion  which  he  plainly  faw  of  itf^lf  con^mencing 
between theim  It  was  hit  conlVant  etideav^ir,  b/ every  means/  ro  com- 
hiae  the  nrnids  of  every  foit  of  men,>  Chuirchmen^  Preib3^eriansf  anc^ 
CatholicSy  of  every  the  leaft  proportion  6li  education^  talent,  influence,- 
or  property^  in  af&dion  to  their  common  Sovereign  ;  to  combine  thent 
iaone  bond  of  common  intereft,  and  in- one  common  effort  a'gatnfi  oat' 
common  enemies,  the  known  enemies  of  all  religion,  all  law,  aU^order^ 
and  all  property.  He  has  had  the  happinefs  of  feeing  all  this  completely 
accompliflitd.  An  unexampled  concord  amongfl  the  people  ;  an  unex- 
ampled zeal  for  the  fupport  of  the  Crown  had  taken  place :  but  he  is  tu>t 
refponiiblc  for  the  effccffs  of  a  fyftem^  which  ptoceeds  in  a  contrary  di- 
region  to  that  whkh  he  purftied ;  he  is  not  refponlible  for  tHe  e€^s  of 
a-fyilffm  which  fuppojts  men  in*  whom  the  PobHc  has  little  cotifideiice^ 
abd  contumefionily  rejc^s  the  ferviceof  thofe  wild  have  obtained  the' 
gjQod^opinion  of  their  country — afyftem-whioh  endeavours  to  fupply  a 
cunparati)ve  defe<^\  of  ability,  by  an  tmn^afuited  increaic  of  inHuence— » 
aj  fywem  which  rejcds  thic  opinion  and  information  of  perfons  ih  "high 
and  refpcmfiblo  fitoations,  and  lillens  to  the  intercded  reprc^tations  of 

.  faSordinateofike^-^n  fyl^m  which;  inverting  the  whole  order  of  things, 
introdaocB  anarchy  into  the  very  feat-  of  Government,  by  publicly  and 
avvwedly  fuppomng  theinftrurt^ents  againfl?  the  agent— a  fyltem  whidi, 
finding  the  body  of  the  people  difpofed  to  look  to  the  Crown  as  their  fe* 
cwrity  again H  opprcifion  from  domeftic  fa^tionsi  employs  all  its  infiiience, 
p^wer,.  and  authority  to  fupport  thofe  very"  factions  againff  the  people 
who  fly  for  refuge  to  the  Crown.  For  the  oppofite  fydeshi  he  has  fuffered 
the  unparalleled  mark  of  difpleiifure  which  has  been^icWn  to  him.  He 
iawHling  to  fuifer  more,  rather  than  abandon  it.  He  i^ill  remember, 
with  a  warm  and  lalling'gratitude^  and  a  cordkl  attachment,  the  weighty* 
perfoi^in  Parliament,  and  all  the  refpedable  bodies  and  individuals  by 
whom  he  was  gencroully  encouraged,  and  honourably  fupported  in  a  dif" 
ferent  plan  of  government,  from  that  which  derives  its  fupporT  from  thtf' 
cocrapcmof  one  part  of  the  people,  and  the  deprefllon  of  the  ot^er. 
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The  fbliowiifg  19  z  cof)^  of  the  Bill  (o  often  referred  to  in  <he  eourfe 
of  the  Debates  refpeSing  the  Recall  of  JEarl  FitzwilUam : 

PILL  for  (tc  Emanripadon  of  the  ROMAN  CATHOLICS  of 

IRELAND, 


WHEREAS  by  an  z^  of  Parliament,  paflcd  in  the  thirtjr»third  ycv 
of  Hts  Majrft\'£  reign,  entitled,  An  aA  for  the  relief  of  His  Ma^}c(ky*u 
f^Qpilh  or  Roman  Catholic  fubje<El8  of  Irelami,  fcvcral  reftrainte,  difabi* 
lities,  and  incapacities,  to  which  His  M^edy's  fubjciSts  in  this  kingdom, 
being  Papl^s,  or  pedbns  profefling  the  roplfli  or  Roman  Catholic  reliiv 
gion,  had  been  fubiedted,  were  removed  ;  but  His  Majefty's  faid  fub» 
je<fb  dill  remain  under  certain  other  reAraints,  difabilities,  and  incapfr* 
cities,  which  it  is  right  and  expedient  to  remove  ;  therefore. 

Be  it  enaded,  by  the  King's  Moft  Excellent  Majefty,  by  and  with  the 
confent  of  the  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal,  and  Commons,  in  tliis  prec 
lent  Parliament  afTembled,  and  by  the  authority  of  the  fame,  that  fo 
much  of  the  faid  adt^  palled  in  the  thirty-third  year  of  His  Maje{l:y*a 
reign,  as  rcauires  Papifts  or  Roman  Catholics*  polTeffing  a  freehold  eAate 
pf  ten  pounds  yearlv,  and  lefs  th^n  one  hundred  pound?,  or  a  perfooal 
elhite  of  three  hunared  pounds,  and  lefs  than  one  thoufand  p4)unds,  to 
take  at  the  feffion  of  the  peace  for  the  county  in  which  they  rellde,  the 
oath  of  allegiance  prefcribed  to  be  taken  by  an  a6t  of  Parliament,  paifed 
in  the  thirteenth  and  fourteenth  years  of  his  prefent  Majefty's  reign,  en- 
titled. An  a6t  to  enable  His  Majclly's  fubjcfts,  of  whatever  perfuaGoHi 
to  teftify  their  allegiance  to  him,  and  alfo  in  an  open  Court  to  fwcar  and 
fubfcribcan  alBdivit  that  they  are  pofTeired  of  a  freehold  eibite,  yielding  a 
clear,  yearly  profit  to  the  perfon  making  the  fame,  often  pounds,  or  a  per* 
fonal  property  of  three  hundred  pounds  above  his  jull  debts,  and  the 
name  and  nature  of  fuch  freehold,  in  order  to  authorize  fuch  perfons  to 
keep  and  ufc  arms  and  ammunition  as.  Proteflants  may,  be,  and  the  fame 
is  hereby  repealed. 

And  be  it  enadted.  That  it  fiiall  and  may  be  lawful  for  Papifts,  or 
perfons  profeflin^^  the  Popiih  or  Roman  Catholic  religion,  who  (liall  have 
at  the  feflions  ot  the  peace  in  the  county  in  which  (uch  perfons  rcfpec^ 
tively  rciide,  taken  and  fubfcribed  the  oath  of  allegiance  prefcribed  to 
be  taken  by  the  faid  aft,  paflcd  in  the  thirteenth  and  fourteenth  years  o€ 
His  Majcfty's  reign,  entitled.  An  a6t  to  enable  His  Majefty's  fubjefts, 
of  whatever  perfuaiion,  to  tellify  their  alleginnce  to  him.;  and  alto  the 
oath  and  declaration  fet  forth  in  and  prefcribed  to  be  taken  by  the  laid 
a£k,  paflcd  in  the  thirty-third  year  of  His  Majerty*s  reign,  entitled.  An 
act  for  the  relief  of  His  Majcfty's  PopjAi  or  Roman  Catholic  fubjcdts  of 
Ireland,  on  which  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace  fhall  have  for  his  trouble  afca 
of  flxpence,  to  keep  and  ufe  arms  and  ammunition,  as  Protsflants  may 
now  by  law,  any  flatutc  to  the  contrary  notwithftanding. 

And  be  it  enafted,  That  fo  much  of  the  faid  aft,  paflcd  in  the  thirty- 
third  year  of  His  Majclly's  reign,  as  provides  and  cnafts  that  nothing 
therein  contained  (lull  extend,  or  be  conftrucd  to  extend,  to  enable  any 
perfon  to  fit  or  vote  in  either  Houfe  of  Piirlian^ent,  or  to  hold,  cxcrcife, 
or  enjoy,  the  office  of  Lord  Hisj^h  Chancellor,  I,ord  High  Trcafurer, 
Chancellor  of  the  Kxchcqucr,  Chief  Juilice  of  the  Court  of  King'* 
JEfench  or  Common  Pleas,  Lord  Chief  Baron  of  the  Court  of  Exchequer, 
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Juftite  of  the  Court  of  King's  Bench  or  Common  Pleas^  or  Baron  of  the 
Court  of  Exchequer,  Judge  of  the  High  Court  of  Admiralty,  Mafter  <xr 
Keeper  of  the  Rolls,  Secretary  of  State,  Keeper  of  the  Privy  Seal,  Vice  ' 
Trcafiirer,  or  Deputy  Vice  Trcafurer,  Teller  and  Cafliier  of  the  Exchc- 
<]ucr,  or  Auditor  General,  Lieutenant  or  Governor,  or  Cuftos  Rotulo- 
•»um'ofCoumlcs,  Secretary  to  the  Lord  •Lieutenant,  Lord  Deputy,  or 
other  Chief  Governor  or  Governors  of  this  kingdom.  Member  oKHis 
IVIajefly's  Moft  Honourable  Privy  Council ;  Prime  Serjeant,  Attorney 
•Ocnerali  Solicitor  General,  fecond  or  third  Serjeant  at  Law,  or  King 'a 
t!!ounfcl,  Mailer  in  Chancery,  Poflmafter  General,  Mafter  and  Licutc- 
-nant 'General  of  His  Majcfty's  Ordnance,  Commander  in  Chief  of  Hia 
"Majefty's  Forces,  Generals  on  the  Staff,  and  Sheriffs  and  Sub-Shcrifs 
of  any  county  in  this  kingdom,  or  any  office  contrary  to  the  rules,  or- 
tlers,  anddircftions  made  and  eflablHlicd  bythc  Lord  Lieutenant  an^ 
Council,  in  purfnancc  of  the  aflpaffed  in  the  fcventccnth  and  eighteenth 
years  ot  thcrcit;n  of  King  Charles  the  Second,  entitled.  An  si£i  for  ex« 
plainin^^  of  fome  doubts  arifing  upon  an  a<^,  entitled.  An  .n6i  for  the 
better  execution  of  His  Majefty's  graciovTS  declaration  for  the  fettlerocat 
of  his  kingdom  of  Ireland,  ancf  fatisfaAion  of  the  feveral  intercfls  of  ad- 
venturers, foldicrs,  and  others,  his  fubjtfls  there  ;  and  for  making  forr:c 
alterations  of,  and  additions  unto,  the  faid  a6t,  for  the  more  fpccd!y  and  ' 
•effeftual  fettlcmcnt  of  the  kingdom,  uiilcfs  he  (hall  have  takeq,  made, 
and  fubfcribcd  the  oaths  and  declarauon,  and  pcrfoimed  the  feveral  re- 
'quifites,  which,  by  an  adi  heretofore  made  an«J  now  offeree,  arc  required, 
Co  enable  any.peifon  to  fit  or  vote,  or  hold  or  fKercife  and  enjoy  the  faid 
offices  refpcaively,  be,  and  the  fame  is  hereby  repealed. 

And  be  it  cnadted.  That  it  fhall  and  may  be  lawful  for  Papifls,  orper- 
(bns  profefCng  the  Popifli  or  Roman  Catholic  religion,  to  fit  and  vote  la 
cither  Houfe  of  Parliament,  and  to  hold,  exercife,  and  cnjo}'  the  oiEcta 
of  Lord  High  Chancellor,  Lord  High  Trcafurer,  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, Chief  Juilice  of  the  Court  of  King's  'Bericji  or  Common  Pleas, 
Lord  ChiefBaron  of  the  Court  of  I'xchcquer,  Juflice  of  the  Court  of 
King's  Bench  or  Common  Pleas,  or  Baron  oF  the  Exchequer,  Jud^eof 
fhc  High  Court  of  Admiralty,  Maimer  or  Kerper  of  the  Rolls,  Secretary 
of  State,  Keeper  of  the  Privy  Seal,  Vice  Trcafurer,  or  Deputy  Vice 
Tl'cafurer,  Teller  and  Cufl.Icr  of  the  Exchequer,  or  Auditor  General, 
Lieutenant  orGovcrnor,  orCuflos  Rvitulo.umof  Counties,  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant,  Lord  Deputy  or  other  Chief  Governor  or  Gover- 
nors of  this  Kingdom,  Meniber  of  His  Majelly^'s  Mofl  Honourable 
Privy  Council ;  l-^rime  Serif^ant,  Attorney  General,  Solicitor  General, 
iccondand  third  Serjeant  at  Ljvv',  or  Kinii's  Connfcl,  Mufter  in  Chan- 
cery, Poftmaftcr  Ow;ncr.iI,  and  Maflcr  and  Lirurcnant  General  of  His 
Majefty's  Ordnance,  Comman<lcr  in  Chief  of  His  M^ji-f!y*s  Focces,  Gc^ 
nerals  on  the  Staff,  and  Sheriffs  and  Sub  Sheriffs  of  auv  coimty  or  coun- 
ty of  u  town  or  city  in  this  kIntJom,  or  to  be  members  of  any  lay  body 
Corporate,  or  to  hold  any  olficc  in  any  lay  corporation,  which  they  arc  f'r 
n\c\y  be  excluded  by  the  rules,  orders,  and  direCcioi>s  nmde  and  cllabliih- 
cd  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  Council,  in  purfuance  of  the  aiTt  palTed 
in'the  feventeenth  and  eighteenth  years  of  the  vcign  of  King  Charles  the 
Second,  entitled.  An  a'fl  for  explaining  fome  doubts  arifing  upon  an  act, 
entitled.  An  a^tfor  the  better  execution  of  HijM:ijcfly%  <;racious  dcclu* 
TRtion  for  the  fetrlemcnt  of  his  kingdom  of  Ireland,  and  faiif  faction  of  the 
IVvernl  interellj.  of  adventurers,  foldicrs,  and  other  his  fuSjoifts  there,  and 
f«r  making?  ^'^'^-^  alterations  of,  and  additions  unto,  ibe  Ikid  act,  for  the 
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Inore  fpeedy  dnd  efre<^ual  fcttleinent  df  this  kingdom^  ti^itho'ut  taki5g  and 
fubCcribing  the  oaths  of  allegiance,  fupremacy,  or  abjuratiooy  or  mak« 
ing  or  i'ubfcribing  the  declaration  required  to  be  taken,  made,  and  Tub- 
fcribed,  to  enable  any  perfon  to  hold  and  enjoy  any  of  fuch  places,  and 
alfo  without  receiving  the  Sacrament  of  the  Lord's  Supper  according  td 
the  Hies  and  ccrcmcniea  of  the  Church  of  Ireland^  any  law,  flatute,  or 
by  law  of  any  Corporation  to  the  contrary  notwithftandingi 

Provided  always,  that  -every  fuch  perfon  take  and  fubicrtbe  tie  faid 
oath  appointed  by  the  faid  a£t  paifed  in  the  thirteenth  and  fourteenth 

•  years  of  His  Majefty's  reign,  entitled.  An  ad  to  enable  His  Majefty's 
fubjeds,  o^  whatever  peri  uafion,  to  tcftify  their  allegiance  to  him;  and 

•  alfo  the  faid  oath  and  declaration  fet  forth  and  prefcnbed  in  the  faid  adV^ 
paiTed  in  the  thirty-third  year  of  His  Majefty's  reign,  entitled,  An  a6t 
for  the  relief  of  His  Majelly's  Popilh  or  Roman  Catholic  fubjedts  of  Ire* 
land.  ,  ^ 

And  be  it  enacted »  That  fo  much  of  an  a6t$  patfed  in  the  eighth  yeaf 
of  the  reign  of  her  late  Majefly  Anne^  ehtitled,  An  ai^t  for  explaining  and 
amending  an  aO,  entitled,  An  act  to  prevent  the  farther  growth  of  Po* 
peiy,  as  enads  that  whH^.foever  perfon  of  the  Popifh  religion  (hall  pub-^ 
licly  teach  fchool*  or  (hall  inftru£t  youth  in  learning  in  any  private  houfis 
within  this  realm,  or  fliall  be  entertained  to  indrudt  youth  in  learnine,  as 
4iAier,  under  mailer,  or  aifidant,  bv  any  Proteflant  fehoolmafter,  ibali 
be  efleemed  and  taken  to  be  a  Popiili  regular  Clergyman,  and  be  profe-* 
cuted  as  fuch^  and*  incur  fuch  pains,  penalties,  and  forfeitures  as  any 
Popilh  regular  convid  is  liable  unto  by  the  laws  and  Ilatutes  of  this  realra^ 
land  which  enads,  that  no  perfon  whatfoevet,  after  the  firff  day  of  No- 
vember, one  thoufand  feven  hundred  and  nine,  Ihall  be  qualified  to  teach 
or  keep  fchool  publicly,  or  teach  and  inftrud  youth  in  learning  in  any 
private  houfc,  of  as  umer  or  adiflant  to  any  Protedant  fehoolmafter,  who 
(hall  not  fird,  or  at  the  next  general  alTizes,  or  general  quarter  feflions  of 
the  peace  to  be  held  for  the  county  where  fuch  perfon  fliali  inhabit  or  re* 
fide,  after  fuch  perfon  is  fo  entertained,  take  the  oath  of  allegiance,  and 
make  and  fubfcribe  the  declaration,  and  take  and  fubfcribe  the  oath  of  ab*  i 
juration,  as  in  the  ad  therein  mentioned  is  dirededand  expreffed,  and  as 
inflidany  forfeiture  on  a^y  perfon  who  (hall  offend  therein,  on  any  per* 
fbn  who  (hall  entertain  any  one  not  quali^ed  as  aforefaid,  as  tutor,  ui^ec 
maftcr,  u(hcr^  oraffiftanr,  be,  and  the  fame  is  hereby  repealed* 

And  be  it  enajftcd.  That  fo  much  of  the  faid  ad,  paffed  in  the  thirty* 
third  year  of  His  Majefty's  rcign,  as  prbvid<*5  that  any  College,  to  be 
the  eaUer  founded  in  this  kingdom,  in  which  it  (hall  be  lawful  for  Papifts, 
Or  perfpns  profciling  the  Popilh  or  Roman  Catholic  religion,  to  hold  or 
to  take  Degrees  or  ProfcfTorftiips,  or  to  be  Mailers  or  Fellmvs,  (hall  be  A 
Member  of  the  Univerfity  of  Dublin^  and  (liall  not  be  founded  exclulivcly 
for  the  education  of  Papifts,  or  pcrions  profciling  the  Popifli  or  Romaa 
Catholic  religion,  and  (hall  not  conlift  exclulively  of  Mailers,  Fellows, 
or  other  perfons  to  be  named  or  cledcd  on  the  foundation  of  fuch  Col- 
lege, being  perfons  profciling  the  Popifli  or  Roman  Catholic  religion, 
(hall  be,  and  the  lame  h  hereby  repealed. 

And  be  it  enaded.  That  fb  much  of  an  ad,  paiTed  in  the  twenty-firft 
and  twenty-fecond  years  of  the  reign  of  his  prefent  Majefty,  entitled,  An 
ad  to  allaw  perfons  profeOing  the  Popilh  religion  to  teach  (irhool  in  this 
kingdom,  and  for  regulating  the  education  of  Papilts  ;  and  alfo  to  repeal 
parts  of  certain  laws  relative  to  the  guardianfliip  of  their  childtcni,  as  pro* 
vidc-s  that  nothing  therein  (hall  extend,  or  DC  coitftrucd  to  extend,  IQ 
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any  Popiib  fchoolmaftcr  whaihould  receire  into  hU  fchbof  any  perfoa  of 
Che  Proteftanc  religion,  or  to  any  perfon  of  the  PopiCh  religion  whafliouU 
be  entertained  10  inftru6l  youth  in  learning,  asufiier,  imder  iiiafler»  or 
affiant,  by  any  Protedant  fchoolmafter  within  this  realm,  fiiall  be,  and 
the  fame  is  hereby  repealed. 

And  be  it  esaded^  That  fo  much  of  a  claufe  in  the  fasd  siSty  paffed  in 
the  thirty-third  year  of  His  Majcfty's  reigns  as  incapacitates  any  Papii^^ 
or  perfon  profefling  the  Popilh  religion,  to  vote  at  any  pariCh  Tefiiy  st 
the  eledion  of  a  Churchivaixlen,  be,  and  the  fame  is  hereby  repealed. 

And  be  it  cna£ted.  That  it  diall  and  may  be  lawful  for  ai^  Papifl,  qt 
perfon  profeiiing  the  Popifh  religion,  ro  vote  at  any  parifh  veftry  at  the 
ele£tion  of  a  Churchwarden,  any  law  to  the  contrary  thereof  notwith- 
ilanding. 

And  be  tt  farther  ena<5bed,  That  it  fi^all  and  may  be  lawful  for  Papi^, 
orperfons  profcfTing  the  Popifh  or  Roman  Catholic  religion,  fervingas 
commttnoned  or  non-commiflicned  Ofticers  or  foldiers  in  His  Majefty's 
regular  forces  within  this  kingdom,  to  attend  the  celebration  of  uivinc 
worfiiip,  according  to  the  ceremonies  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Churcbi 
in  as  full  and  free  a  manner  as  Proteflants,  being  Officers  or  (bldiers,  are 
now  permitted  to  attend  the  celebration  of  Divine  fervice,  according  ta 
the  rites  of  the  Church  of  Ireland,  any  law,  flatute,.  cuf^oai»  orufagelo 
the  contrary  notwithilandingf. 

In  the  debate  on  this  bitt  in  the  Iri(h  Houfe  of  Commons,  die 
qioefUon  on  the  rejedion  of  the  bill  was  put,  and  carried  by  a  ma^ 
jOBtty  of  7 1 .     The  numbers  werc^ 

Againft  the  rejcdion,  8+;  Forit^  155^ 


M^nJ/ff,   lUh  May. 

» 

'  No  debate. 

Tuefdafj    I  2//»  May, 

Lord  HARROWBY  ftated  to  the  Houfc  the  daim  that  Marflial 
Conw'ay  had  on  their  Lordniiysy  to  continue  to  him  for  a  lanhcr 
term  than  fourteen  years  the  patent  granted  to  him  for  inventing  a 
machine  ufed  in  certain  proceiTes  of  coals,  &c.  His  Lordfiiip  faid, 
tiiat  the  time  granted  to  Marfhal  Conway,  which  was  only  the  ufual 
term  of  fourteen  years,  had  not  been  fulHctent  to  indemnify  him, 
as  much  of  it  had  been  (pent  in  improving  the  machine,  &c. ;  he 
hoped,  therefore,  tl\at  their  Lord(hip&  would  take  this  into  their 
condderation,  and  grant  him  a  farther  term  of  years  to  indemnify 
him  for  the  expetKe  he  had  incurred. 

Lord  AUCKLAND  oppofcd  the  priaciple  of  the  bill :  He  waft 
followed  by 
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The  LORD  CHANCELLOR,  who  cxprcffcd  himfelf  ggainft 
It,  as  it  went  on  the  ground  of  a  monopoly,  and  at  the  end  of  four- 
teen years  the  invention  beeame  die  property  of  the  Public.  If  the 
Attorn^  General  and  Secretary,  of  State  had  granted  the  patent^ 
they  were  accountable  for  lit;  but  if  the  Lords  and  Commons  would 
confirm  this  grant,  there  was  no  redrefs.  If  this  patent  was  re- 
newed,  it  would  put  It  in  the  power  of  every  one  who  had  a  patent 
to  apply  for  a  fimilar  renewal,  provided  he  had  not  made  a  fortune 
in  fourteen  years :  he  therefore  declared  lumfelf  againft  k. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  fopported  the  bUl,  by  faying,  that 
patents  were  different,  and  when  they  did  not  repay  the  inventor, 
it  was  but  fair  to  grant  a  continuaticc  of  them.  For  inftancc,  faid 
his  Grace,  a  patent  buckle  will  immediately  begin  to  repay  the  in- 
ventor ;  but  in  inventions  of  a  diffetrnt  kind,  where  much  money 
is  expended,  and  a  l<*ngth  of  time  required  to  bring  the  invention  to 
perfeftion,  it  would  be  right  to  continue  the  patent. 

Lord  HAWKESBURY  oj^fed  the  bill,  on  the  principle  that 
all  other  countries  w  ould  be  in  poifcffiofi  of  the  invention  before  our- 
felves,  and  he  confidcred  fourteen  years  too  long  a  period  for  the 
Public  to  be  (hut  out  from  the  advantage  of  the  invention* 

Lord  GUILFORD  fupported  the  bill. 

The  pari  of  CARLISLE  fpoke  in  favour  of  the  bilL— It  wa« 
then  moved,  "  That  the  bill  be  committed  for  Thurfday  next." 

Lord  AUCKLAND  moved  an  amendment,  "  that  it  be  com- 
mitted for  this  day  three  months."  . 

The  Houfe  divided,  for  the  commitment  on  Thurfday : 
Contents  31,    Not- Contents  3.     Majority  28. 

fVedneJday^    \yh  May^  to  TJmrJday^   7,ijl  May 9  imiujive. 

No  debate. 

Friday  f   %  2d  May* 

On  the  queftion  feeing  put  for  the  fccond  reading  of  the  bill  for 
augmenting  the  Royal  artillery  out  of  the  militia, 

Lord  RADNOR  objefted  to  the  fccond  reading  of  this  bill, 
v^hich  bethought  highly  injurious  to  the  militia  fcrvicc  ;  and  confi- 
dcred the  drafting  of  gun-men  for  the  Royal  artillery,  as  peculiarly 
hard  upon  the  Colonels,  and  as  fubvcrfive  of  the  difcipline,  of  the 
ilrcngth,  and  of  the  moft  cffential  intcrefts  of  the  militia. 

The  Marquis  TOWNS H END  thought  the.  bill  calculated  to 
benefit  the  general  fervice  without  injuring  the  militia. 

Lord  ROMNEY  oppofed  the  principle,  and  at  any  rate  wifiied 
a  period  to  be  fet  to  the  exiftcnce  of  the  bill. 

3 1  * 
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Zx>rd  SPENCER  declared,  he  would  be  die  laft  man  to  agree  to 
any  meafurc  which  might  tend  to  injure  the  militia^  which  he  did 
not  think  the  bill  before  the  Houfe  would  do,  but  that  it  would  greatly 
benefit  the  navy,  and  the  Royal  artillery. 

The  Marqufe  of  BUCKINGHAM  objcfted  to  the  biU,  in  a 
fpecch  of  confiderable  length,  as  tending  to  deftroy  fubordinadon, 
and  becaufe  it  would  weaken  that  body  by  5000  men,  including 
officers,  at  a  time  when  It  was  not  likely  they  could  fpeedily  obtain 
recruits.  The  parting  with  the  gunners  he  conHdered  as  a  great 
hardfhip. 

Lord  MULGRA  VE  entered  into  a  juftification  of  the  principle 
of  the  bill,  which  he  faid  was  calculated  to  benefit  the  countiy  with- 
out Injuring  the  militia  fervice.  His  Lordfhip  faid,  that  if  every 
ieaman  could  be  drawn  from  the  militia  and  armv,  it  was  a  **  con- 
fummation  devoutly  to  be  wilhed.** 

Lord  RADNOR  and  the  Marquis  of  BUCKINGHAM,  each 
fald  a  few  words  againil  the  bill,  and  Lord  Spencer  in  fupport  of  it, 
when  the  Houfe  divided. 

Contents,  23  ;    Not  Contents,  6, 

Adjourned, 

fVedneJday^   20th  May, 

The  Earl  of  GUILFORD  ftated  to  the  Houfe,  that  a  ridblc 
friend  of  his  (Lord  Lauderdale)  would  be  prevented  by  indifpofi- 
tion  from  bringing  the  fubjeft  of  peace  once  more  before  their  Lord- 
{hips,  who  were  fummoned  to  attend  for  that  purpofc  to-nKMxow ; 
he  therefore  moved,  that  the  order  of  the  day  be  difcharged,  and 
that  the  Houfe  be  fummoned  to  attend  on  Friday  the  5th  of  June. 
—Ordered. 

The  Houfe  went  into  a  Committee  on  the  bill  for  augmenting 
the  Royal  Artillery  and.  the  navy,  by  drawing  from  the  militia  fuch 
men  as  were  qualified  for  thofe  fcrviccs. 
Lord  Walfingham  in  die  chair. 
.  The  bill  paffed  through  ^he  Committee  without  any  amend- 
ment. 

The  Duke  of  NORFOLK  moved  an  amendment  on  the  Report, 
that  the  words  "  required  and  direded,**  be  left  out,  alledging, 
that  that  claufe  made  it  compulfory  on  the  Commanding  Officers  of 
the  different  corps  of  the  militia  to  part  with  thofe  men  who  had 
been  trained  to  the  ufe  of  tlie  artillery :  to  the  principle  of  the  bill 
.  in  general,  he  had  no  objeQions,  efpccially  at  this  time,  when  it 
was  incumbent  on  us  to  ftrengthen  our  naval  force  by  every  poffible 
means  j  but  this  compolfory  claufe  M'ould  make  the  Commanding 
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Officers  lefs  attentive  to  the  training  of  men  to  this  fervice)  ii  tfaey 
were  compelled  to  part  with  them  after  they  had  been  difcipUned. 

JLord  GRENVILLE  faid,<  that  if  his  Grace  and  the  Houfe  in 
general  acknowledged  the  benefit  and  the  expedience  of  the  bill^  they, 
could  not  certainly  wi(h  the  intent  of  it  to  be  weakened,  which  it 
undoubtedly  would  he,  if  the  officers  had  it  in  their  option  to  de- 
clare or  not,  as  his  Grace  now  propofed. 

The  amendment  was  then  put  and  negatived,  without  a  divifion. 

*      Thurfday,   2ith  May,  ' 

'  On  the  qucftion  being  put  on  the  bill  for  allowing  drafts  from 

the  militia, 

^  Lord  RADNOR  wiflied  to  know,    if  the  number  of  artillery' 

men  was  once  taken  out,    and  their  vacancies  filled  up,  whether 

the  Royal  artillery  would  have  a  claim  upon  the  corps  a  fecond 

time  ? 

Lord  GRENVILLE  replying  rather  an  indircdl  way. 

Lord  RADNOR  propofed  a  preventive  claufe,  which  was  nega*- 

tived  without  a  divifion- 

The  bill  was  then  read  a  third  time  and  pafifed  ;  and  the  Houfe 

adjourned  to  Monday  next, 

PROTEST, 

Agaifift  the  faffing  of  the  Bill  far  av^mtnting  the  Royal  Artillery  out  efthe 

Militia. 
DiiTcnncnt, 

I.  Bccaufe  the  honourable  footing,  upon  which  the  militia  was  eftab- 
lifhcd,  and  hns  hitherto  fubfifted,  is,  as  tar  as  relates  to  the  augmenting 
the  Royal  Artillery,  undermined  by  this  bill»  inafmucb  as  it  makes  the 
militia  a  fund  for  the  fupply,  and  a  drill  for  the  accommodation  of  ano- 
ther corps  y  inafmuch  as  it  reduces  this  conditutional  force  below  the 
numbers  covenanted  by  the  country  to  be  always  kept  complete;  and 
inafmuch  as  it  t'upplies  the  deficiencies  it  creates,  not  in  the  regular  and 
creditable  manner  by  which  the  militia  is  conditutionally  to  be  fupplied, 
and  fupplicd  to  u  certainty,  but  by  the  means,  uncertam  in  their  ope- 
ration, hy  which  it  is  conditutionally  provided  in  exprefs  terms  that  it 
•    Ihall  not  be  fu pplied'. 

n.  Bccaufe  upon  the  rillcgation  of  the  prcfcnt  con'iun^ure^  it  eftablifhcs 
this  meafure  without.any  cxprcfs  period  to  its  duration,  and  without  any 
claufe  againii  the  precedent. 

III.  Becaufe  at  a  moment  when  the  temper  of  the  times,  and  ourper- 
fonal  knowlcdpfc  of  late  events  in  fomc  corps,  fecm  particularly  to  re- 
commend a  vigil;incc  in  the  prcfervationof  difciplineand  fubordmation, 
this  bill,  in  a  uioft  extraordinary  and  unprecedented  manner,  relaxes  the 
authority  of  the  commanding  oliicers  over  the  objects  of  it,  by  fuggefting 
Jo  the  latter  a  nicihod  which  at  any  time,  &c.  onany  motive  **  entitles 
them  to  their  tlifchiiri^c." 
4      IV ^  Bccaufe  the  Vcvcr.il  .circun\flaDces  of  difappointment  as  to  the 
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ftrength  of  their  Tegiments,  and  of  degnuHtfoo  hj  \ht  Invdonlary  re- 
nioyal  of  their  felc&ed  and  moil  lad ru&ed  men,  by  the  replacing  of  them 
in  a  iefs  certain  and  lefs  creditabJe  manner^  and  by  converting  the  regi- 
ments into  a  rccrditingfund  for  another  corps,  form  an  impohtic  and«ti« 
deferred  return  to  fuch  milkit  ufficers^  (and  it  has  been  admitted  in  the 
debates  on  thb  bill  thai  there  are  iminy  fwrbj  us  have  merit  with  the 
Public. — And 

Icurccivcit  the  more  necciTary  to  mark  my  dilapprobation,  and  ex- 
prefs  my  npprehenlion  of  t4ie  confeauences  uT this  innovation,  as  I  know 
Che  militia  contains  a  fund  for  recruiting  not  ota ly  the  artillery «  but  erery 
other  corps  in  His  Maje(ly*&  fervice,  much  too  good  doc  to  be  ardently 
c  >^eted,  and  (however  the  intention  be  difclaimed  at  prefent)  I  fear  re- 
furred  to  (as  t  am  fure  it  may  be  upon  the  fame  reafoning),  when  Par- 
liament (liall  hn\-e  once  noiified'the  principle  of  making  the  miHtia  fub- 
fisrvient  to  the  eificiency  of  other  corps. 

(Signed)  Radvok* 

Monday  June  \Jl  to  JVedneJday  June  yl  inclufive. 

No  debate. 

Friday f  $ih  June. 

The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE  rofc  to  caH  the  attentien  of  thdr 
Lordihips  to  the  fubjedi  of  which  he  had  given  notice.  He  obferv- 
cdy  that,  whatever  opinion  might  have  been  enterlatned  of  thie  de- 
termination of  tliat  Houfe,  with  regard  to  motions  that  had  been 
made  on  the  war,  there  were  fome  recent  events  which  juftiBed  him 
in  calling  now  for  a  different  determination.  Upon  fome  points 
their  Lordfliips  might  fay  that  their  minds  had  been  made  up ; 
but  every  one  of  them  mud  feel,  that  there  were  other  points  on 
which  it  was  impoffibje  for  them  to  find  any  falvo  by  which  they 
could  fatisfy  their  confcience^,  if  they  did  not  come  to  fome  new 
determination  with  regard  to  the  prefent  war.  It  then  remained 
for  them  to  examine  our  fituation  at  this  moment,  and  to  fee  whe- 
ther they  could  continue  the  fame  fort  of  condu(St  as  they  had  hitherto 
obfervcd,  confiftently  with  jufiicc  to  that  Houfe,  to  this  country, 
and  to  pofterity :  for  tlvat  purpofe  he  called  upon  them  now  to  come 
forward,  and  declare  thci»  fentimcnts.  If  they  examined  the  pre- 
fent fituation  of  this  country,  and  the  condition  of  our  allies,  he 
would  vci\ture  to  fay,  without  quarrelling  with  any  of  their  former 
decifions,  that  their  Lord(hips  mufl  find  it  to  be  their  duty  to  come 
to  fome  fpccific  propofition  at  this  time  (iifferent  from  what  they  had 
already  declared  to  be  their  opinion.  In  this  there  would  not  be  any 
bbmc  tx)  be  attached  to  their  Lordfhips,  becaufc  they  were  controled 
by  unavoidable  events.  It  was  needlefs  for  him  to  fav  rhuch  to  im- 
I  .cfs  this  idea  Kr(#n  ti.c  Houfe.  He  fliould  dcfire  their  Lordihips  to 
look  at  ilic  fituation  of  this  country  two  years  ago  in  point  of  alliance, 
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ocmnedion,  and  fuppoTed  pfofpe6k  of  fuccefe^  and  to  look  at  it  now. 
Here  his  Lordlhip  took  a  view  of  our  (ituation  both  cjctemally  and 
internally,  to  enforce  the  neceflity  of  the  Houfe  coming  to  ^  deter- 
mination,  that  might  tend  to  remove  fome  of  the  difficulties  under 
which  the  country  laboured  in  this  war.    He  obferved,  that  even  the 
cxpence  of  this  war  would,  if  long  continued,  be  the  ruin  'of  thl» 
nation,  for  there  was  not  now  any  one  of  the  allies  of  the  whde 
confederacy  againft  France,  who  muft  not  be  eventually  in  the  pay 
of  Great  Britain,   except  the  kingdom  of  Spain.     The  King  of 
Piuffia  had  made  a  feparate  peace  with  France,  m  doing  which  be 
had  alfo  made  certain  ftipulations,  laying  the  foundation  for  other 
States  of  the  Empire  to  do  the  fame,  fevcral  of  which  had  fince 
evinced  an  inclination  to  do  the  fame ;  and  by  a  fecond  treaty  which 
had  lately  appeared,  they  had  adually  done  fo.     We  were  then:* 
fore  now  left  with  fcarcely  any  other  ally  that  could  be  fairly  called 
fo,  or  that  could  ferioufly  be  relied  upon,  except  the  Emperor ;  and 
ftrange  to  tell,  he  on  the  fame  day  that  his  Convention  was  (igned 
avt  Vienna  with  ^  the  King  of  Great  Britain  for  carrying  on  the  war 
with  adlivky  and  energy,  in  coniideration  of  the  loan  to  be  guaran^ 
teed  by  this  country,  his  refcript  to  the  States  of  the  Empire  was  de- 
livered to  the  Diet  of  Ratiibon,  by  which  he  agrees  to  negociate  for 
a  peace  between  the  Empire  and  the  French  as  foon  as  poffible.-^ 
This  was  a  line  of  condud  which  very  much  furprifed  him,  and 
which,  whatever  might  be  fard  as  to  a  man's  adding  different  parts 
in  different  capacities,  he  contended  afforded  condderable  caufe  of 
fufpicion  as  to  the4incerity  of  the  Emperor's  intentions;  and  if  his 
intentions  were  not  fincerc,    on  whom  had  this  country  lo  depend 
for  any  afliftance  in  the  next  campaign  ?    It  was  nnpofliblc  that  any 
of  their  I^rdCbips  could  look  to  Spain  as  an  a£live  ally,  for  reports 
fpoke  very  loodly  that  the  Court  of  Spain  were  a<3ually  in  negocia- 
tion — be  that  as  it  may,  Spain  cannot  give  us  any  material  afliQ- 
ance.     The  King  of  Sardinia  was  fo  (ituated,  his  Lordfhip  faid, 
that  there  was  too  much  reafon  to  apprehend,  that  if  any  reafonablb 
terms  were  oflTered  him  by  the  French,  he  would  be  ready  to  con- 
clude a  peace,  and  by  that  means  prefent  an  obftacle  to  the  almoft 
only  way  whidi  was  left  to  the  Emperor  to  make  an  attack  upon 
France.     If  we  looked  to  all  the  powers  on  the  continent,  wc  (hould 
find  thepi  all  fubfidized  by  this  country,  and  yet  all  eager  to  make 
peace— even  the  Emperor,  at  the  head  of  the  Empire,   had  con- 
fcScd  himfelf  ^eady  to  do  fo ;  but  then  great  Ibefs  was  laid  by  Ad« 
miniflration  on  his  vigorous  exertions,  as  King  of  Hungary  and  Bo« 
hernia.     Hs  could  by  no  means  join  in  this  opinion,  nor  did  he  fee 
hy  what  means  the  King  of  Hungary  and  Boheinia  could  give  us 
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that  affiftince  which  would  be  neccflary  to  render  another  campaign 
-  of  the  Icaft  ufc  to  this  country.  That  he  was  cxhaufted  to  the  loweft 
poQible  ebb  in  his  refources,  no  one  could  deny ;  it  was  only  nc- 
ceffiry  to  advert  to  his  fcveral  declarations  ma^c  to  the  people  of  the 
Auftrian  Netherlands — to  the  Diet  of  Ratifbon,  and  to  the  people 
of  Germany  after  his  troops  had  retreated  beyond  the  Rhine.  In  all 
thefc  he  declares,  in  the  moft  fcrious  and'  pofitivc  manner,  that  if 
they  do  not  cffedually  exert  thcmfelves  to  afiift  him  with  fupplicsof 
money,  he  could  not  poffibly  carry  on  the  war  any  longer.  If  then, 
he  could  not  laft  year  carry  on  the  war  without  fuppHes,  when  he 
was  aided  and  affifted  by  die  greateft  confederacy  that  Europe  had 
ever  known,  how  was  it  pofiible  to  conceive,  that  he  can  now  carry 
on  the  war  with  any  effect  with  no  other  power  to  aflift  him  than  thb 
country  ?  Wc  had  originally  been  no  parties  to  the  war.  We  came 
into  it  only  as  auxiliaries  to  an  ally,  and  now  he  forefaw  that  we 
ihould  foon  be  the  only  principal  left  in  it,  after  having  paid  all  the 
cxpenccs  of  thofe  who  had  been  hitherto  concerned  in  it.  This  dou- 
ble capacity  of  King  of  Hungary  and  Bohemia,  and  Emperor  of 
Germany,  in  which  the  fame  perfon  a<Sed  fuch  very  different  part*, 
put  him  in  mind  of  a  paiTage  in  a  mode  tragedy  which  he  would 
mention.  He  believed  mod  of  their  Lordfhips  had  feen,  and  that 
many  of  them  admired,  the  Critic  ;  the  paflage  he  alluded  to 
was,  where  the  Heroine,  Tilburina,  is  interceding  with  the  Go- 
vernor, her  father,  in  behalf  of  her  Hero  and  Lover,  Whisk.i- 
SAKDOS,  where  flic  fays, 

**  Can  you  refift  tlic  Daughter  and  the  Suppliant  V* 

The  Govetnor  anfwers,  *^  The  fatlier's  Joftened^  >ut  the  Go- 
vernor's refolved.''  lr\  much  the  fame  light  he  apprehended  the 
Emperor  to  htj^ftenedy  and  the  King  of.  Bohemia  to  be  rtjohd. 
This  called  alfo  to  his  recollccUon  a  paflage  in  a  very  brilliant  fpccch, 
made  by  a  celebrated  Orator  now  no  longer  in  Parliament  (Mr.  Burke), 
"wbere  he  mentioned  a  law-fuit  between  a  Duke  of  Lancafter  and 
the  King  of  England,  the  expences  of  which  amounted  to  (ixiecn 
thoufand  pounds  ;  it  was  faid,  no  matter  who  gains  the  caufc,  the 
poor  King  of  England  muft  pay  for  all :  fohere  he  was  afraid  in 
this  war  it  would  be  found,  that  the  poor  people  of  England  would, 
in  the  end,  have  all  to  pay.  His  Lordfhip  then  took  a  view  of  our 
fituation  in  the  Weft  Indies,  and  exprelfed  great  apprchenfions  for 
our  fafety  in  that  quarter.  It  might  be  faid  that  there  exifts  no 
government  in  France  with  which  we  can  treat ;  to  which  he  would 
anfwer,  that  it  would  not  be  found  in  any  good  book  on  the  law  of 
zutions  that  a  Government  acquiefccd  in  may  not  be  treated  with. 
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Mid  he  could  give  many  Inftdnces  of  this  from  the  hiftory  of  this 
country.  If  ther«  was  any  difpute  as  to.  what  h  the  law  of  nations, 
he  would  anfwcr,  it  was  to  be  underftood  from  the  praflice  of  nations 
from  time  to  time,  arifing  out  of  the  common  fcnfe  and  convenience 
of  mankind.  What  objection  was  tlicre  to  acknowledge  the  Go- 
vernment of  France  ?  The  other  powers  of  Europe,  except  kufTia, 
whofc  fuccefs,  as  a  friend  to  liberty,  he  fliould  deplore,  had  already 
done  fo.  Every  power,  except  this  country ;  nay,  even  we,  had 
nc^ociated  with  them,  for  we  had  propofcd  an  exchange  of  prifoners. 
But' there  was  an  ai]gumcnt  which  had  been  often  ufcd,  and  which, 
perhaps,  would  be  ufcd  to-night ;  that  if  any  nfcgociation  was  to  tAe 
place,  it  fliould  be  left  to  Minifters :  to  which  he  anfwcred,  we  had 
fecn  no  wUh  of  this  kind  cxprcfljed  by  Minifters,  but  always  the  con- 
tTdry,  and  therefore  he  drought  that  Parliament  ought  to  interfere* 
He  was  almoft  convinced  that  their"  Lordftiips  were  governed  by  the  . 
fame  principles  as  thofc  which  prevailed  during  the  war  with  Ame- 
rica- But  there  was  lefs  excufc  for  the  Houfe  not  interfering  than 
at  that  time*  In  that  cafe  thcic  was  a  claim  made  on  the  part  of 
this  country  to  remaio  for  ever  Sovereign  of  America^ — In  his  opi- 
nion an  abfurd  arid  ridiculous  one  ^  but  there  was  that  claim.  What 
was  the  claim  to  the  Government  of  France  ?  We  had  the  title  of 
their  Monarch  ;  he  dared  to  fay  the  French  Republic  would  hot  dif- 
pute about  that  title.  He  was  confident  they  felt  a  difpofition  for 
peace,  and  he  thought  that  the  Parliament  of  Great  Britain  fliould 
manifeft  a  fimilar  difpofition  ;  if  we  did  not  do  fo,  he  tliought,  that 
v/e  fliould  foon  be  in  a  dreadful  fituation  ;  he  faw  nothing  lefs  thaa 
the  total  ruin  of  this  country,  in  canning  on  this  war.^  He  entreated 
their  Lordfliips  to  look  at  the  fituation  of  the  poor,  who,  although 
they  had  hitherto  with  loyalty  borne  their  burdens,  yet,  it  was  poflible 
to  over-load  both  their  patience  and  ability.  He  had  heard,  that 
this  war  was  to  fupport  our  Conftitution  ;  he  did  not  believe  it ;  for 
.  thsLt  Conftitution  rouft  be  a  bad  one  indeed,  which  required  perpe- 
tual war  to  preferve  it.  With  regard  to  the  idea,  that  their  Lord- 
fliips were  bound  upon  a  certain  point  of  honour  to  fupport  Admi- 
niftratio)^  having  fo  frequently  voted  confidence  to  them,  and  be* 
caufe  they  believed  that  Mr.  Pitt  was  a  great  financier,  he  muft  ob- 
fcrve  that  this  was  very  contemptible  cafuiftry  ;  for  they  were  bound 
In  honour  to  do  nothing  that  had  not  for  its  objed  the  welfare  of 
jbc  Sute ;  befidcs,  he  faw  no  evil  confequences  of  any  kind  with 
regard  to  Minifters  in  the  bufincfs  which  he  fubmitted  to  their  Lord-. 
ihip$»      Hedien  concluded  with  moving  an  Addrcfs  to  His  Msi- 
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The  following  is  a  copy  of  the.  Addrcfs,  as  puUUhcd  by  hb 
Lordfliipi  witli  the  notes  and  illuftrations  with  which  it  wt^  acconv- 
panied : 

THAT  an  humble  Addrcfs  be  prcfcntcd  to  His  Majcfty,  that  IHj 
Majefty's  dutiful  and  loyal  fubjcdls,  the  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal 
in  i'arliament  aflbinbled,  have,  during  the  war  in  which  fo  great  a  part 
of  Europe  hat  been  involvcJ,  repcutcdly  given  ever)'  affurancc,  that 
nolhlnp:  (liould  bewantin?'^  op  ihiir  nail  that  could  contribute  to  that  firm 
and  cfTt-flual  fupport  which  His  M.sjcfty  had  fo  much  reafon  to  expect 
frpm  a  brave  and  loyal  people. 

That  at  the  ccMnmenctincnt  of  t^e  prefent  war  this  Houfc  faw,  with 
fatlsfaction,  **  the  United  Provinces  protC(^kd  from  iuvaiion,  the  Auftrian 
Netherlands  recovjercd  and  maintained,  and  places  of  confiderable  im- 
portance acquired. on  the  frontiers  of  France,***  and  that  whilflwc con- 
curred fully  in  the  juft  and  benevolent  fcntiments  of  His  Majcfty's  de- 
claration gracioudy  communicated  to  this  Houfe,'  in  which  His  Majef^y 
has  fiated,  that  '^  it  never  could  be  his  intention  to  employ  the  infiuenc: 
of  external  force  with  rcfpe6i  to  the  particular  forms  of  government  to 
be  eftablifhcd  in  an  independent  country."f  It  was  with  plcafure  we 
looked  forward  to  that  happy  profpei5t  of  fpeedy  and  permanent  peace, 
which  the  fuccefs  of  His  Majelly's  arms>  and  the  wifdom  and  moderation 
of  his  declared  intentions  feemed  likely  to  fecure.  With  uninipiired 
'seal,  however,  we  aflured  Hfs  Majcfty,  that,  "  relying  with  confidcDCc 
on  the  valour  and  refources  of  the  nation,  and  on  the  combined  efforts  of 
fo  large  a  part  of  Europe,  we  would,  on  our  parts,  perfcvere  with  vigour 
and  union  in  our  exertions.'*^ 

That  more  recently  we  have  feen  with  extreme  concern  the  rapid  aad 
alarming  progrefs  oi  the. French  arms,  and  heard  with  pain^  §  in  His 

*  Sec  the  Addrcfs  of  the  Houfc  of  Lords,  in  aofwer  to  the  King's 
fpeech,  the  21  il  of  January,  179+.  • 

+  Sec  the  King's  Declaration  of  the  29th  of  0<J!tober,  1795,  in  Dc- 
brett's  State  Papers,  Vol.  I.  p*  138. 

X  See  Debrett's  State  Papers,  Vol.  H.  p,  460. 

§  The  following  countries  have  been  conquered  by  France  fincc  tbt 
commencement  of  the  prefent  war : 

The  ten  provinces  of  Brabant^  Antwerp,  Mechlin,  Limburg,  Lux- 
embourg, Namur,  Hainhault,  Artois,  Cambrefis,  and  Flanders,  form- 
ing the  Auftrian  Netherlands,  and  formerly  fubjcd  to  the  Emperor  of 
German  V- 

-  The  ^even  United  Provinces  of  Holland,  Zealand,  Friefland,  Gro- 
ningen,  Overyflcl,  GuelJerland,-  and  Utrecht,  forming  the  Dutch  na- 
tion, and  formerly  fubjedl  to  the  Stadtholdcr. 

The  Principality  of  Liege,  with  the  cities  of  Liege  and  Spa,  for- 
merly fubjc6l  to  the  Prince  BiQiop,  as  Sovereign  of  that  country. 

The  Bifliopric  of  Spires,  with  its  chief  city,  formerly  fubjed  to  its 
ibvcreign  bilhop. 

The  Bifliopric  of  Worms,  formerly  fubjcL^  to  its  fovereign  bifhop. 
■  The  Duchy  of  Deux  Poms,  formerly  fubjci^  to  the  Elettter  Palatine. 
All  the  Elc'dorate  of  Treves,  on  the  fouih  fide  of  the  Rhine,  withthf . 
chief  city  of  the  Electorate,  and  the  city  of  Coblcntz.    ^      . .  '' 
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Majefty's  moft  gracious  fpscch  from  the  Throne  at  the  commencement 
of  the  prefent  feffions,  the  confirmation  of  the  melancholy  "  difapppint- 
mcnts  and  reverfes"*  experienced  in  the  courfe  of  laft  campaign,  and 
fincc  fo  fatally  illuftrated  by  the  lubvcrfion  of  4jnc  of  the  raoft  refpeclabU 
governments  in  Europe,  the  anricnr,  the  natural,  and  the  moft  import- 
ant ally  of  Great  Britain,  f     With  unrelated  energy,  however,  \vc  dc- 

All  the  Blc(5loratc  of  Cologne,    on  the  fouth  of  the  Rhine,  with  its 
chief  city. 

The  chief  part  of  the  Electorate  of  Mcntz,  on  the  fouth  of  the  Rhine. 

All  the  dominions  of  the  Elector  Palatine  on  the  fouth  of  the  Rhine. 

The  Duchy  of  Julicrs,    wlrh   its  chief  city,    Aiic-la-Chapelle,  for- 
tncrly  fubjed  to  the  Eledor  Pahuine, 

The  Duchy  of  Cicves,   with  the  city  of  Cicves,  formerly  fubjecSl  to 
the  King  of  Pruffia. 

In  the  South,  the  Duchy  of  Savoy,  with  its  chief  city  Chambcrry, 
formerly  fubje6l  to  the  Kiiur  of  Sardinia. 
*  The  City  and  Conftadt  of  Nice,  formerly  fubjeft  to  the  fame. 

The  Principality  of  Monaco,  formerly  fubjccft  to  its  Sovcreis:n  Prince. 

From  Spain,  the  grcateft  part  of  their  rich  provinces  oflF  Bifcay  and 
Catalonia,  with  their  important  garrifons,  cities,  and  founderies. 

*  Sec  the  King's  fpcech,  Dec.  30,  1794. 

f  ExtraH  from  the  regijler  of  the  refolutlons  of  their  Wgh  MightineJJe^ 
the  States  General  of  the  United  Provinces. 

Monday^  February  16,  1795- 
After  a  preliminary  deliberation,  it  is  found  good  and  jntcnded  to  re« 
fqlve  by  thefe  pcc^fents,  that  a  commiflion  of  the  aflembly  of  their  High 
MightineiTes  (hall  be  appointed  to  make  known  to  the  reprefentatives  of 
the  rrench  people  at  the  Hague  the  refolution  this  day  entered  into  with 
refpedt  to  recogniliiig  the  fupreme  power  of  the  people  of  the  Low  Coun-  - 
tries,  the  declaration  of  the  rights  of  men  and  citizen?,  and  the  abolition 
of  the  Stadtholdcrate,  as  well  as  of  the  dignities  of  Captain  and  Admi- 
ral-General in  all  their  relations,  and  the  difchargc  from  the  oath  on  the 
foi-difant  conditution,  by  delivering  to  them  a  declaratory  ad  in  which 
the  points  aforcfaid  are  detailed;  to  conilitutethis  commiflion,  the  Ci«  ^ 
tizcns  Van  Hacrfolt,  Leftevenon,  Forften,  Van  Cttters,  Stirk,  Van 
Lierfchoten,  Scuylenberg,  Van  Pallande,  and  the  regiflcr  Quarks,  arc 
required  and  charged  with  the  farther  requifition,  to  make  known  on 
this  occation  to  the  reprefentatives  aforefaid  the  ardent  defire  of  their 
.  High  Mightineffes,  and  of  the  people,  who  love  the  rights  and  liberties 
of  the  .United  Provinces,  to  form  a  folid  confirmation  between  the  two 
nations,  as  two  republics  equal  and  independent,  and  to  conclude  an  al- 
liance upon  conditions  reafonable  and  equally  advantageous  on  both  fides^ 
in  order  that  in  this  manner  may  be  Inid  the  foundation  fo  much  wifhed 
for  of  the  ftriiSleft  fraternity  between  two  nations  yet  mentioned  in  the 
hiftory  of'the  human  race,  of  which  fraternity  the  certain  confequences 
may  be  vcr)'  well  calculated  and  forpfecn,  as  being  extremely  falutary 
both  for  the  French  and  Datch  people,  and  for  the  advancement  and 
confummation  of  a  general  peace  in  feuropc. 

The  reg. Iter  Quarks  being  required  to  communicate  to  the  reprefe^U* 
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elared'*'  our  cordial  fuj^rt  of  fuch  mcafures^as  His  Majcfty  id  bw  wif* 
dom  ihould  thiuk  neceiTary/'  and  at  an  early  period  0$  this  feffioa  re- 
foWedy  . 

**  That  under  the  prefent  circumd^nccs  this  Houfe  feels  itfelf  called 
upon  to  declare  its  determination  firmly  and  flcadily  to  fupport  His  Bria- 
jcfty  in  the  vigorous  profecution  of  the  prefent  juft  and  necefiary  war, 
as  affording  at  this  time  the  only  rcafonable  expeftation  of  permanent  fc- 
curity  and  peace  ro  this  country  ;  and  that  for  the  attainment  of  thefe 
objeas  this  Houfe  relics  with  equal  confidence  on  His  Majefty*»  inicr.ticn 
to  employ  vigoroufly  the  force  and  refourccs  of  the  country  in  tuppoit 
of  its  eilential  intercfts  ;  and  on  the  dilire  unitormly  maniteftcd  by  ]V:k 
Majefty  to  cffc*^  a  pacification,  on  juft  and  honourable,  grou nds,"  wiih 
any  gorernment  in  France,  under  whatever  form,  which  fhall  appf-ur  c.:- 
pablc  of  maintaining  the  accuftomed  rcl  tions  of  peace  and  amity  with 
other  countries."* 

That  we  now,  however,  approach  Hi*;.  INIaj'  ilj'  at  a  moment,  when 
in  the  commencement  of  nnothcr  campaign  wc  frc  ourfclvcs  deferred  by 
fpme  of  thofc  allies  on  whofe  powerful  affillance  :ir.d  cooperation  His 
Majcfty  during  the  lr.ll  campai<^n  mainly  rcticd,+  and  when  ethers,  to 

\  m  I  -         <  <  ■■-!  I  ■■■111  I  — »^— .  I     .        .1        I  _  ■ .    .  ■    I      - 

tives  of  the  French  people,  that  the  commilfion  aforefaid  will  take  place 
on  Wcdnciday  nc^t,  at  one  o'clock  in  the  afternoon. 

Compared  with  the  original. 


J.G.H.  Hahk. 


(A  true  Copy)  H.  Quarles. 

*  Sec  the  amendment  on  the  Duke  of  Bedford's  motion,-  the  ayth  Jan. 

f  On  the  28th  of  April,  1 794,  Lord  Grenville  prcfentcd  to  the  Houfe 
of  Lords,  and  Mr.  Dundas  to  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  the  following 
mcflagc  from  His  Majefly : 

GEORGE  R. 

His  Majefty  has  ordered  copies  of  a  treaty,  which  has  been  figncd  at 
the  Hague  by  the  Plenipotentiaries  of  His  Majefty,  and  the  States  Gene- 
ral of  the  United  Provinces  on  the  one  part,  and  by  the  Plenipotentiary 
of  the  King  of  Prr.ffia  oh  the  other  part|  and  likewife  of  a  Convention 
agreed  Ujwn  between  the  rdj)C(f\ivc  Plcni}x>teniiaries  of  His  Mirfjefty  and 
the  States  General,  to  be  laid  before  the  Houfe  :  and  His  MajcAy,  rely- 
ing on  the  zealous  and  affectionate  fupport  of  his  faithful  Commons,  in 
the  vigorous  profecution  of  the  war  in  which  he  is  engaged,  recommends 
it  to  this  Houfe  to  con  fid cr  of  making  provifion  towards  enabling  His 
Majefty  to  fulf.l  the  engagements  which  His  Majcfty  has  entered  into, 
as  well  as  to  defray  any  extraordinary' ex petices  which  may  be  incurred 
for  the  fcrvice  of  the  prefent  year,  and  to  take  fuch  mcafurcs  as  the  exi- 
gency of  affairs  may  require, 

G.  R. 

On  the  30th  of  April  it  was  moved  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  in  a 
Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe, 

,That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Committee,  that  a  fam  not  exceeding 
two  millions,  five  hundred  thoufand  pounds  be  granted  to  His  Majelly, 
for  the  fervicc  of  the  year  1794,  to  enable  His  M.ijcily  to  make  good  hii 
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protcft  uiiofc  interBfis  Td  'M;<jcfty  originally  interfered,  arc  vnfbrta* 
natcly  thrown  into  the  fcale  of  our  enemies.*  Thinking  it  our  boondea 
duty  humbly  to  (late  our  convidVion  that  it  is  the  general  opinion  of  his 
people^  that  no  probable  advanrap^es  to  be  obtained  by  cdntinuing  the 
war  with  the  prefcnt  ftatc  of  His  Maiefty's  alliances,  will  bear  the  (lighteil: 
cqmparlfon  with  the  folid  benefit  likely  to  accrue  trom  an  immediate  ne- 
gociation  tor  peace.  ' 

That  without  entering:  into  a  painful  enumeration  of  domeflic  diftreiTes, 
which,  as  they  early  cailcd  forth' the  fahuary  and  hcalinp:  interpofitioa 
of  the  Leg i flat u re, "f  cannot  have  cfcaped  His  Majcfty's  paternal  attention; 
or  without  minutely  detailing  the  difficuhics  which  cmbavralb  J  every  ilaic 

engagement  with  His  Majefry  the  King  of  Pj  uflia,  to  be  raifed  by  way  of 
loan  on  Exchequer  bills,   &c. 

Mr.  Fox  moved  in  amendment,  toinfcrt  the  fum  of  1,150,000!.  inftcad 
of  the  fum  of  2,50o,oooh  which  was  negatived  by  134  againft  33,  The 
original  motion  was  then  put  and  carried. 

♦  KxtraH  of  a  Treaty  of  AHiance^  offcnjive  and  defenfi^je^  concluded  hetvjee ft 
the  Republic  of  France  and  the  ReJ>uklic  of  the  United  Provinces  ^  Ha^ue^ 
May  I  a,   1795. 

Art.  i.  The  Republic  of  France  acknowledges  and  guarantees  the  in- 
dependence of  tb^  Republic  of  the  United  Province.^,  as  alfo  the  aboli* 
tion  of  the  Statltholder(liip. 

II.  There  (hall  be  a  lafting  peace,  amity,  and  good  underfkndrag, 
betu  cen  the  two  Republics; 

III.  There  flta  11  alfo  be  an  alliance,  offcniivc  iidd  defcnfire,  againft 
^11  the  enemies  of  the  refpccElive  Republics,  during  the  prefent  war. 

IV.  There  fliitll  alfo  be  a  lafting  alliance,  of^nfive  and  dcfeafive, 
againft  Great  Britain. 

V.  1^0  treaty  fliall  be  entered  into  with  Great  Britain,  without  tha 
confent  of  the  two  Republics.  ^ 

VI.  The  French  Republic  fliall  make  tio  peace  whatever  with  any 
power,  without  comprifing  in  it  the  Republic  of  the  United  Provinces. 

VII.  The  Republic  of  the  United  Provinces  (hall  furnifh  for  the  pre- 
fent  campaign  li  fliips  cf  the  line  and  1 8  frigates,  fbr  the  North  Se^  and 
the  Baltic. 

VIII.  The  Republic  of  the  United  Provinces  flmll  furniftl  for  thd 
prefcnt  campaign  half  the  number  of  thc'troopi  which  the  Republic  (hall 
have  on  foot. 

IX.  All  the  forces  employed  in  a^lual  fcrvice  fii.ul  be  under  the  com- 
mand of  French  Generals.  The  arrangements  for  the  campaign  fliall 
be  made  in  concert.  The  States  General  may  fend  a  deputy,  who  ihull 
fit  and  have  a  deliberate  voice  in  the  Committee  of  Public  Safety  at 
Paris. 

X.  As  an  indemnification  for  the  cxpcnces  of  the  war,  the  Republic 
of  the  United  Provinces  (hall  pay  to  the  Republic  of  France  one  hundred 
jnillions  of  livres,  either  in  fpecie  or  in  bills  upon  foreign  powers,  'af 
fhall  be  agreed  upon. 

•j-  See  Commercial  Credit  'Bill. 

J  Extj^a^  from  the  Exhortation  of  the  Prince  de  Saxe  Cohaurg^  dated 

Four  on  le  Compte^  July  30,   1794.  , 

^^  Rife,  then,  German  brothers  and  friends!  on  yon  will  depend  the 
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in  Europe  that  now  remains  in  illiance  with  His  Majefty,  we  truft  that 
the  mere  fuggefiion  of  thefe  important  conGderations  will  induce  His 

m 

making  it  poflible  for  your  deliverers  to  live  or  die  for  your  defence.  I 
myfelf,  a  German  Prince,  full  of  folicitudc,  not  Icfs  for  the  fafcty  of 
my  country  than  the  prefervation  of  my  warriors,  call  upon  you.  Pro- 
cure us  fubfiftence,  bring  us  provifions  from  your  magazines.  Think 
that  in  forwardhig  to  us  ihefc  painful  fuccours,  you  fecurc,  at  the  fame 
time,  your  approaching  harvcft.  Share  with  us  your  favings.  To  obtain 
what  we  want,  employ  the  treafurcs  of  your  churches  :  givcyour  utenfils 
and  vafes  of  lilver  to  the  Emperor,  for  the  pay  of  your  defenders.  You 
will  receive  receipts  for  the  payment  in  due  rofm,  and  you  will  be  paid 
intercfl  for  the  pecuniary  aids  you  have  thus  ♦procured.  Replace  the  re- 
fources  of  Belgium,  which  have  been  cut  oft  from  us,  and  now  flow  for 
our  enemies.  Nurfe  and  relieve,  with  a  foli<;itude  full  of  charity,  our 
fick  and  wounded.'* 

This  exhortation,  we  find,  did  not  produce  its  dc fired  efFe<^,  for,  ia 
His  Majefty's  meflage  on  the  AuHrian  loan,  it  is  ftated,  that  fomc  tcm- 
poraiy  advance  which  His  Majcfty  uas  induced  to  make  for  the  imme- 
diate liipply  of  the  Auflrian  army,  under  the  prefTure  of  unforefeen  cir- 
curoflances,  in  the  latter  part  of  the  lafl  campaign,  will  be  included  in 
any  arrangement. 
« 

Siihjiance  »f  a  Decree  of  the  Imperial  Courty  dated  Vienna^  ^^gnft  IZ"*  '794». 
and prefentedfoon  afteriuards  to  the  Diet  of  Rat'tshon, 

Unfortunately,  fince  the  month  of  laft  January,  the  neceffity  of  in* 
creafmg  the  forces  of  the  empire  is  become  mod  urgent. 

The  war,  on  the  part  of  thi 'enemy,  from  the  violent  meafurcs  taken 
by  the  ruling  party  in  France,  and  from  the  formidable  fuperiority  of 
numbers  of  their  armies,  having  taken  the  appearance  of  the  mod  obfti- 
nate  o£fen(ive  war,  renders  even  the  defend ve  operation  of  the  combined 
powers  not  only  painful  and  difficult,  but  requires  an  extraordinary  ex- 
ertion^  combination,  and  union  of  power,  to  refid  the  deilru^tive  entcr- 
prifes  of  enthufiadic  hordes,  encouraged  by  various  and  alarming  fuc- 
cefles ;  which  exertion  and  extraordinary  efforts,  on  our  fide,  are  th« 
more  prefling,  and  require  the  fpecdier  to  be  put  into  execution  as  there 
b  no  lime  to  be  lod,  led  the  evil  diould  rife  to  a  degreclwhich  would 
render  the  united  forces  of  the  empire  infufficient  to  dop  its  progrefs. . 

The  country  bcini;  in  danger,  ought  to  found  the  alarm  bell  through- 
out the  German  empire.  The  meafurc  of  a  quintuple  contingent  cannot 
but  bean  afHi<^Hng  ctfort  for  the  paternal  heart  of  your  imperial  {o\t^ 
reign.  His  Majedy,  however,  hopes  that  fuch  a  mrafure,  confideiing 
the  prefent  urgent  circumdance,  and  the  population  of  the  German  em- 
pire, will  not  be  looked  upon  as  extravagant.  I'he  Emperor  thinh  it  al- 
moji  ufmeccffary  farther  to  declare^  tbat^  on  account  of  the  facrifiees  made 
during  the  tfrrce  lafi  ohfiinate  camtaigm  in  men  and  money  ^  that  His  Maj eft y^ 
wjithout  the  co-operation  of  the  Jiai 
himj 
tntiri 
hereditary  dominions  for  the  defence  and prote^ion  of  the  empire ,^ 

Extra^s  ft  cm  the  Memorial  of  the  Imperial  M'mijler  Count  Schlick^  io,th€ 
AJfcmbly  of  the  Circle  of  the  Upper  Rhine ^  prefentedon  the  i(>th  of  Augufi^ 

1794. 

The  puttipg  on  foot  fuch  numerous  armies;  the  great  cxpcnceof 
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Majefty  ipeedily  to  ufe  every  honourable  and  expedient  meant  for  reftor« 
ing  the  ncccflary  bleflings  of  peace. 

■  —  -    -  -  •■  . 

maintaining  them  with  the  current  coin  of  the  empire,  the  events  of  the 
war  which  have  fucceeded  each  other  with  fuch  rapidity  and  changes  oi 
fortune,  have  required  immenfe  fums,  which  it  was  necelTary  to  fend  from 
the  hereditaiy  ibtes  into  foreign  provinces,  and  to  fupply  this  His  Ma- 
jefty has  facnfic^d,  with  an  unexampled  generofity,  hb  own  revenues^ 
the  voluntary  fubfidica  of  his  faithful  fubjcds,  and  his  individual  abi- 
lities. 

The  fpiritual  and  temporal  communities  of  the  fuperior  and  lower 
clafTes  are  flill  poffeired  of  treafures  which  remain  untouched,  but  which 
might  be  beneficially  applied.  The  people  of  property,  of  every  defcrip- 
tion«  have  a  credit,  which  they  ought  to  lend  to  raife  great  fums  of  mo* 
ney  to  complete  that  which  the  Houfeof  AuAria,  after  fuch  an  immenfe 
influx  of  money  into  the  empire,  only  drawn  from  its  own  hereditary  do- 
minions, is  ao  longer  able  to  afford  by  itfelf. 

His  Majefiys  mcJjTage  f#  the  tivo  Houfes  of  ParUament  acccrdtngl^JiMtety 
That  His  Majefty  thinks  it  proper  to  acquaint  his  Houfe  of  Parhament, 
that  he  has  received  from  the  Emperor  ftrong  alTuranccs  of  a  difpofition 
to  make  the  greateft  exertions  for  the  common  caufe  in  the  courfe  of  the 
aext  campaign ;  but  it  is  reprefented,  on  the  part  of  his  Imperial  Ma- 
jefty, that  thefe  efforts  cannot  be  made  without  the  ailiftance  of  a  loan^ 
which  his  Impcrfal  Majefty  is  deftrous  of  raifiug  on  tlic  eredit  of  the  re- 
venues of  his  hereditary  dominions,'' under  the  guarantee  of  His  Majefty 
with  0ie  concurrence  of  Parliament. 

fPitb  regard  to  our  other  German  allies^  Parliament  has  this  year  voted 

To  the  Eledtor  of  Haooirer  jC*4-9S'^5^ 

Landgrave  of  HcfTe  Caffcl  333>253 

Hefte  Darmftadt      76,076 

And  to  the  Duke  of  BrunAvick      92^242 

The  King  of  Sardinia  receives  annually,  by'treaty,  200,000 

The  reduced  fituation  of  Spain  may  be  colle(5ted  from  the  nature  of  the' 
refources  it  had  recourfe  to  even  during  the  laft  campaign. 

Extra^  from  the  Madrid  Gazette^  Sept*  indy  1794. 

The  various  events  of  war,  having  fince  the  commencement  of  this 
lecond  campaign,  bccailoned  great  expences  and  loflcs  which  could  not 
be  forefeen  when  the  calculation  of  the  neceffary  funds  to  conduct  it 
were  mada  in  the  outlet,  and  it  having  become  indlfpenfabte  to  fecfk 
new  means  to  fecure  the  intereft,  and  the  confiderable  capital  which 
will  be  wanted  to  provide  with  the  fame  cxa^lnefs  as  heretofore  for 
the  fubftftence  and  maintenance  of  the  armies  and  the  fleet,  my  jja- 
ternal  feelings  do  not  permit  me  to  burden  afreft)  the  poorer  f>art  of 
my  fubje6ts,  who,  on  account  of  their  greater  number,  contribute  in 
a  larger  proportion  to  the  exigencies  of  the  ft  ate,  and  at  the  fam« 
tioie,  with  immenfe  hazards  and  fatigues,  cxpofe  their  perfons  for  the?' 
defence  of  all,  I  have  thought  juftice  and  equity  required,  that  the 
more  eafy  clafles — the  moft  affluent  and  thofe  who  receive  more  im- 
mediate btneflts  from  the  government — ^ftiould  contribute  with  its  pro- 
perty towards  the  expence :  upon  this  principle,  and  by  the  unatu- 
mpus  opinioo  of  my  council  of  ftate,  among  other  things,  I  hare  rcfol  vcdy 


J 
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Thtt  it  U  with  pleafure  and  fatb£idioa  we  reilc^,  that  a  flegociatioii 
to  dcilrablc  in  itfelf  cannot  be  deemed  incoofiftent  with  any  of  thofe  rules 
of  the  Uw  of  Q  uiouSy  whkh  the  wliliom  of  age»  and  the  common  conient 
of  mankind  h^ve  confccratcd  as  thq  leading  principles  of  aaticuial  iuter- 
courfc.  For**  every  nation  which  governs  itfelf,  under  what  form  fo- 
ever,  without  any  dependence  on  foreign  power,  is  a  fovereign  liatc»"* 
and  ti>e  cxillcnce  of  government  acquicTccd  in  by  the  people  under  its 
contfoul  U  the  only  feature  in  the  cor^dition  of  a  country  c^  which  fo- 
reign pou'crs,  for  the  purpofc  of  difcovering  a  capacity  of  ncgocia.lioo, 
ought  to  direct  their  attention,  there  being  no  form  of  government  which 
bas  not  fliewn  itfelf  capable  of  maintaiuing  the  accullomed  relations  of 
peace  and  amity  with  other  countries. f 


that,  from  the  firll  of  the  cnfuino;  month  of  September,  a  dcduv^ion  fhall 
be  made  in  the  jcfpciStivc  pay  otfices,  from  all  falaries,  peohons,  granu, 
or  other  alignments,  enjoyed  by  the  perfons  employed  la  my  Royal 
fcrvicc,  be  it  in  what  department  foevcr,  (the  military  alone  excepted), 
either  in  Spain  or  in  the  Indies,  of  4  per  cent,  on  their  grofs  amount, 
provided  it  exceeds  600  ducados  (about  /'.160)  per  ans.  and*  that  the 
mnt  be  alfo  deducted  from  the  military  enjoying  the  rank  ot  marefdial 
de  camp  inclufively,  who  are  not  in  the  atftual  fervice,  obferving  that 
the  exception  I  grant  iq  the  other  ofiiccrs  of  my  army  and  navy  not 
ferving  the  campaign,  extends  merely  to  their  pay  according  to  rank, 
aud  not  the  penfu^ns,  falaues,  or  other  grants  they  may  have  in  any 
qjther,  even  fhould  ic  be  of  a  military  nitture ;  and  the  amount  of  all 
fuch  deductions  to  continue  not  longer  than  two  years  after  the  terouna- 
don  of  this  war,  fliall  be  paid  from  the  refpedtive  offices  into  my  cliicf 
treafury.  And  moreover,  wy  counfellors  ofjlatf  ha«mng  reprefented  to  me 
tbi.  mofi  ardent  and  patr'ioi'tc  xcaU  that  the  dcdifBion  in  their falarlcs  ;^tght 
be  2^ per  cent,finc€  ennvinced  of  the  jujlice  and  necefjity  of  the  vi>ar^  they 
tvere  ready  to  make  not  only  fuch  a  facrifice^  hut  to  extend  it  e*ueH  to 
their  lives  and  fortunes  ;  I  have  thought  expedient  to  accept  o*f  their 
loyal  and  gracious  offer;  and  in  confequence  the  deduCHon  of  25  per 
Q^Xkt.  (hall  be  made  from  the  falary  of  every  individual  counfellor  of  date, 
Vpon  the  fame  terms«  and  under  the  fame  redriftions  and  diredHon  as  the 
deduflion  of  4  per  cent,  aforementioned  from  the  falaries  of  all  other 
placemen  and  penfioners. 

The  clergy  in  clerical  courts  arc  largely  taxed  by  confent  of  his  Ho- 
Uoefs  the.  Pope. 

The  military  orders*  national  as  well  as  foreign,  are  taxed  8  per  cent. 
al|  all  their  incomes  in  money,  and  12  per  cent.  qi\  all  icKomes  in  kind, 
by  an  order  dated  4th  February,  179$. 

Paper  dollars  hav^  been  iilued  to  an  immenfe  amQunt. 

•Vattcl. 

• 

f  We  fiiid  it  fbted  by  a  moderp  author  of  reoeived  authority,  that 
the  fame  power  who  has  a  right  of  making  war,  of  declaring  it,  or  di- 
recting its  operations^  has  naturally  that  of  making  and  concluding  the 
treaty  of  peace.  Thefe  two  powers  are  connected  together,  and  the 
latter  naturally  follows  the  former.  He  el fe where  flatei,  that  a  right  (^ 
cmhaliy"  (which  undoubtedly  implies  a  capacity  to  negociate)  is  iiKridrnt 
to  the  exifleace  of  n^fovereignfi^tc.    And  in  aiKHher  r^ipftrkAbk  pafljg« 
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That  if  doubt  (hould  any  where  cxift  on  this  fubjc6^,  as  the  law  of  na- 
tions itfclf  is  a  rule  of  adtion  growing  out  of  the  common  confent  of  in- 
dependent  ftates,  it  cannot  fail  to  be  removed  by  the  acquicfccnce  in  theft 
dodrfnes  of  fo  coqfiderable  a  number  of  thofc  powers,  whofe  united  au- 
thority forms  the  only  competent  tribunal  in  queilioiis  of  fuch  univerfal 
importance  to  the  rigdrs  of  nations. 

Wc  cannot  therefore  reflect  on  the  intercourfe  maintained  by  France 
with  the  United  States  of  America,  as  well  as  with  the  neutral  powers 
of  Europe  during  the  whole  of  the  prefent  war  *,  on  the  treaties  lately 

it  is  laid  down,  that  foreign  nations  may  receive  AmbafTadors  and  other 
Miniftcrs,  even  from  an  ufurper,  and  iendfuch  Miniftcrs  to  him.  Th'e 
dodrinc  is  afTcrtcd  by  the  author  in  the  following  clear  and  explicit 
tcrnw : 

Before  1  clpfe  this  chapter  it  will  be  proper  to  examine  a  qucdion,.  fjj- 
mqus  for  being  often  debated,  whether  foreign  nations  may  receive  Am* 
bafl'adprs  and  other  Miniflcrs  of  an  ufurpcr,  and  fend  fuch  Minifters  to 
him.     Here  foreign  powers,  if  the  advantage  of  their  affairs  invites  them 
to  it,  follow  polffllion;  thrre  is  no  rule  more  certain,  or  more  agreeable 
to  the  law  of  nations  and  the  independency  of  them*     As  foreigners 
have  no  right  to  interfere  in  the  domcftic  concerns  of  a  people,  they  arc 
not  obliged  to  canvafs  and  infpc^  its  Gcconomy  in  thofe  particulars,  or 
to  weigh  cither  the  jnftice  or  injufticc  of  them.     They  may,    if  thqf 
think  proper,  fuppofc  the  right  to  be  annexed  to  the  pofleflion.     When 
^  nation  has  expelled  its  fovereign,  the  other  powers  which  are  not  wIU 
Img  to  declare  againft  it,  and  would  not  draw  on  thcmfclves  its  arms  or 
enmity,  confidcr  that  nation  as  a  free  and  fovereign  ftate,  without. taking 
on  themfelves  to  determine  whether  it  ha-  aded  juftly  in  withdrawing 
from  the  allegiance  of  fubjedls  and  dethroning  the  Prince.     Cardinal' 
Mazarine  received  Lockhart,  who  had  been  fcnt  as  Ambaflador  from  the 
Republic  of  England,  and  would  neither  fee  King  Charles  the  ScCbnd 
nor  his  Minillcrs.     If  a  nation,  after  driving  out  its  Prince,  fubmits  to, 
another,  or  changes  the  order  of  fuccelTion,  and  acknowledges  a  fove- 
Jtign  to  the  prejudice  of  the  natural  and  appointed  heir,  foreign  power* 
may  here  likewife  confider  what  has  been  done  as  legal— it  is  no  quarrel 
or  bufinefs  of  theirs.     At  the  beginning  of  the  lall  century,  Charles, 
Duke  of  Sudermania,  haying  obtained  the  Crown  of  Sweden,    to  the 
prejudice  of  Sigifmund,  King  of  Poland,  his  nephew,  was  foon  acknow- 
ledged by   moft  Sovereigns,    Plllcroy^    Miniller  of  Henry  the  IVth.. 
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*  Extra£i  of  an  Anfxver  from  the  Ttepubnc  of  Genoa  to  tht  Official 
Note  from  the  Emperor ^  dated  February  1794. 

That  at  prefent  the  Republic  was  mod  gricvoufly  opprefTed  by  the 
Britifh  navy;  that  there  was  no  probability  of  the  French  commIttin|r 
any  violation  of  territory  againft  the  Republic,  hecaufe  that  nation  had 
^h\>ttyi  more  tariiculdrlyrefpeSlcd  the  neutrality  of  Genoa  than  the  eomhined 
povDen;  and  that  above  all,  the  Republic  of  Genoa  was  determined  to 
perfevcre  in  the  dbfervance  of  the  (lri<Steft  neutrality. 

VoL.XLII.  .       3X 
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condttded  with  the  Duke  of  Tufcaayt  the  King  afPruCat  atidthepro- 
Tifional  Goverameoc  of  Holland ;  on  the  negociationi  that  have  been 
earned  on  by  Spainy  and  on  the  flroag  dfecUrations  of  defire  to  negodate, 
recently  made  by  Hb  Maje(ly*s  intimate  ally,  the  £n^ror»  as  hud  of 
the  Gennaoi^  body  f ,  and  (enoufly  maintain  a  doubt  ot  that  capacifj  to 


Mxtra£i  from  Counter- Declaration  of  the  Court  of  Denmark^  in  Rtplj 
to  the  Memorial  delivered  by  the  Britip  Minijier. 

The  nation  (meaning  France)  is  there,  and  the  authority  which  it  ac- 
knowledges  is  that  to  which  application  is  made  in  cafes  concerning,  indi* 
▼idualfi.  The  commetcial  connections  fubfifl  like  wife  in  the  fame  man- 
neras  they  did  between  England  and  France,  as  long  as  the  latter  cfaole 
to  preferve  peace.  The  nation  has  not  ccafed  to  acknowledge  her  trea* 
ties  with  us,  at  lea(l,  (lie  conforms  hcrfelf  agreeable  to  thofe  treaties. 
Ai  ihe  appeals  to  them,  fo  do  we  appeal  to  them— 4ind  ^Kquently  with 
good  fuccefs,  both  for  ourfelves,  and  even  in  favour  of  thofe  fubjeds  of 
the  Belligerent  Powers  who  commit  their  efic^  to  the  protedUon  of  our 
flag.  In  cafc'of  refufal  and  delay,  we  have  frequently  been  obliged  to 
hear,  and  often  relu6tantly,  that  they  only  ufed  to  make  reprifals,  fince 
the  nations  with  whom  they  were  at  war,  (hewed  as  little  r^^rd  to  their 
treaties  with  us ;  and  thus  the  neutral  flag  becomes  the  vid^  of  errors 
which  it  cannot  reproach  itfelf  with.  The  path  of  jttfikefiU  continues 
Pfen  in  Francem 

Extras  from  the  EdiS  of  the  Grand  Duke  of  Tufcany^  iffuedin  March 

1795,  announcing  the  Peace  with  France. 

Whilft  his  Royal  Highnefs  enjoyed  the  iatisfaflion  of  feeing  that  Taf- 
cany,  fuperior  as  it  were,  to  the  occurrences  of  the  times,  refled  peace- 
ful and  quiet  on  that  neutrality,  fMhicb  was  confiantly  rejpe&ed  iy  the 
French  Refublig^  he  found  himielf  involved  in  thofe  unpleafant  tranfac* 
tionsj  which  are  already  known  to  ^11  Europe, 

t  Refcript  of  the  Emperor ^  prefihted  by  the  Imperial  Minifier  to  the 
Minijien  of  the  States  of  the  Germanic  Entire ^  at  Rati/hon,  the 
4th  of  May,  1795. 

The  Miniflers  of  his  Imperial  Majeily  are  charged  to  declare,  in  the 
name  of  His  Majefty,  the  £mperor  and  King,  to  the  Envoys  reprefent- 
in?  the  feveral  Princes  and  States  of  the  Holy  Roman  Empire,  that  Hit 
Majefty  is  ready  to  enter  into  negociations  with  the  French  Repuhlicm  His 
Majefly,  without  being  too  mindful  of  his  own  interefl',  will  confult 
thereby  the  real  welfare  of  the  Empire,  and  make  it  his  fole  care  to  pro- 
cure to  the  £ra{>ire,  an  acceptable,  folid,  and  permanent  peace.  But 
his  Imperial  IVfajedy  has,  alto,  at  the  fame  time,  the  jufl  confidence  in 
all  his  Co-States  of  the  Empire,  that  they  will  co-operate  with  all  their 
power,  to  accomplifh  this  defirable  end,  and  not  enter  into  feparate  ne- 
gociations with  the  French  Republic.  His  Imperial  Majefly  ezpeds, 
however,  the  fpeedieil  declaratious  on  this  fubje6l^  and  the  Imperial 
Commiflioner  will  foon  prefent  a  declaration  from  the  Emperor  and  Kangy 
explanatory  of  the  fentimctita  of  his  Imperial  Majefly .  In  other  refpedb, 
his  Imperial  Majefty  cannot  conceal,  that  the  feparate  treaty  of  peace 
concluded  on  the  part  of  His  Pruffian  Majefty,  even  in  his  quality  of  a 
Prince  and  Co-Sute  of  the  Empirci  has  been  aoft  unc2pc£led  to  bimt 
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Dcffociate  which  fo  many  powerful  and  independent  ftates  ha?c  ftclcnow- 
ledged,  and.towhofe  dceihon  His  Majefty  has  added  the  acquiefcence, 
and  in  a  manner  the  authority,  of  this  country,  hy  a  late  mimon  to  iho 
Continent  to  ncgociatc  an  exchange  of  prifoners:  for  we  homhl^  coil- 
ceiTCy  that  a  nation  cannot  abiblutely  be  thought  incapable  of  maintain- 
ing the  accuftomed  rehtions  cf  peace  and  fmity,  which  is  treated  with  as 
capable  of  prcferving  and  performing  the  flipulationy  which  may  be  en- 
tered into  for  the  humane  and  civiliied  purpofe  of  alleviating  the  rigouri 
of  war. 

That  we  humbly  beg  leave  to  afliirc  His  Majcfty^  that  in  thus  an;rioufly 
recommending  a  fpecdy  negociation  for  peace,  we  do  not  merely  con- 
template the  general  advantages  which  this  country  alw^s  derives  from 
a  ftate  of  repofe  and  public  tranquility.  But  as  we  have  feen  with  grief 
(whilft  we  have  been  occupied  in  coniidcring  the  capacity  of  the  prefent 
Government  of  France  to  treat)  iiicccffive  defertions  frorp  that  general 
fyftem  of  alliance  on  which  His  Majefty  and  his  people  chiefly  grounded 
hopes  of  fucccfs  I  fo  if  this  relu^ancc  to  treat  fliould  continue,  we  can- 
not now  help  anticipating  with  poignant  regret  the  eventful  moment  when 
Great  Britain  may  be  reduced  to  the  fad  alternative  of  cither  providing 
for  the  cxpenccs  of  all  the  allies,  or  of  fmgly  maintaining  a  protrad»d 
and  deftru(5tive  war  in  a  caufe  not  originally  her  own  *,  and  in  which  this 
country  was  cmWrked  with  the  aiTurancea  of  the  active  and  zealous  fup- 
port  of  almoil  every  European  power  t» 

That  it  is  with  confidence  we  therefore  truft,  that  His  Majefty's|rni- 
cious  and  benevolent  mind  will  be  imprcflcd  by  the  feparate  and  combmed 
eff«dlsof  thofe  powerful  confiderations  which  we  the  more  angcioufly  prcfs 
upon  His  Majeily,  as  we  approach  bis  throne  uwder  a  finccre  and  irre- 
fiSible  conviaion,  that  the  fenfc  of  the  nation  with  whom  His  Majefty 
is  engaged  in  hoftilities,  as  well  as  the  difpofition  of  its  prefent  Govern- 
ment, afcrds  no  unfavourable  opportunity  for  nogociauon  %  ;  and  that 


*  The  grounds  on  which  Great  Britain  was  originally  involved  in  the 
prefent  contett  have  been  the  fubjeft  of  much  controverfy :  but  it  appears 
equally  impraAicable  to  difpute  the  propofition,  that  wc  embarked  in  a 
ciufe  not  originally  our  own.  Whether  we  engaged  for  the  purpofc  of 
protedting  the  States  General,  or  united  with  the  Auftnans  and  Pruffiana 
in  their  anxious  dcfire  to  reflorc  the  bleffings  of  iu  ancient  government 
to  France. 

+  The  extent  of  His  Majefty's  alliance  may  be  learnt  from  a  declara- 
tion to  the  Government  of  Genoa  by  Lord  Hood  and  Sir  Gilbert  EllioT, 
dated  St.  Fiorenzo,  the  a6th  of  i^uguft,  4794,  announcuig  the  raihng 
the  blockade  of  Genoa,  which  concluded  by  decUirmg  "  that  His, Ma- 
**  jeiiy  referves  to  himfelf  the  reclamations  which  the  intcrefts  of  his  fub- 
"  je&,  and  thofe  of  his  allie%  which  confift  of  the  greater  part  of  Eu- 
"  rope,  and  of  the  human  race,  render  indifpcnfably  ncccflary,  refped- 
«•  ingthe  future  condudof  the  Republic/* 

{  The  following  extra^s  furnilh  ftrong  prefumptions  of  the  difpofi- 
tion of  the.French  nation,  as  Well  as  of  the  leading  men  of  its  Oovem- 
inent,  towards  peace :  ' 

Sfecch  if  Borffy  D'Artglas,  January  20f    1 795.    . 

And  when  a  part  of  our  enemies,  difcouraged  by  our  fuccels*  or  cn- 
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aa  ardent  and  univerful  wi(h  for  the  rcftocatloti,  on  fair  and  honourable 
grounds,  of  the  blciiing^  of  peace  openly  avoweJ  by  many  of  your  Ma* 

I 

lightened  by  our  experience,  fcein  willinp^  to  let  the  earth  refpire  ;  when 
the  people,  indignaiic  at  the  cahniitics  with  which  they  are  overwhelir- 
cd,  feem  every  whcie  commanding  their  Governments  to  put  an  end  to 
the  horrors  of  war,  fome  cruel  and  crafty  politicians  would  perfuade  phcm 
that  we  alone  are  infeniible  to  the  cries  of  fuftcring:  humanity  ;  that  we 
alone  mult  thirft  for  their  blood ;  that  no  peace  can  with  us  be  fafe  or 
honourable  ;  that  the  continuation  of  the  war  is  advantageous  to  them  j 
and,  finally,  this  abfurd  contradiction,  that,  on  tht  one  hand,  our  pride 
and  our  ambition  are  too  formidable  for  ut^  to  be  treated  with,  and,  on 
the  other,  that  our  efforts  hate  too  m«lch  exhaufted  us,  not  to  afibrd  hopes 
of  certain  fuccefs  by  continuing  the  contelh 

We  ought,  citizens,  out  of  rcfpeA  to  humanity,  to  expofc  thcfe  con- 
tradittion.s,  reply  to  thefe  calumnies,  hold  up  the  light  to  every  eye,  and 
unmalk  thofc  Machiavelian  Governments  which,  fporting  with  the  blood 
of  men  and  the  fortune  of  the  people,  aim  at  railing  a  coloflal  grearnefs 
on  the  ruin  of  the  principal  powers  of  Europe.  We  cfUght  to  convince 
all  virtuous  men  that  we  detcil  war  without  fearing  it ;  that  we  are 
always  ready  to  put  a  {lop  to  its  honors,  .when  a  peace  (hall  be  offered  to 
us  confiftent  with  our  dignity,  and  capalle  of  guaranteeing  cur  fafct}*. 
We  ought,  at  the  fame  time,  to  advertife  the  people  of  all  nations  that, 
ready  toiuegociate  with  frankncfs^  we  will  not  fuffcr  our  arms  to  l>e  pa- 
lalifed  or  our  triumphs  to  be  fufpcnded  by  negoclation,  falfe  or  fubtle. 

Camhaccrcs  Speech  In  the  Name  of  the  Commtttee  cf  Public  Safetj^ 

'^d  March^    1795: 

Peace  is  the  end  of  war;  fo  many  wars  have  been  entered  int^  through 
caprice,  and  continued  to  promote  private  intcred,  that  Government  have 
given  to  their f6bjc6ts  the  full  meafure  of  their  tyranny,  and  ihtir  per- 
yerfity.  It  is  ambition  which  malces  Kings  arm  ;  iti'.<  judice  which  arms 
the  people  ;  and  where  is  the  people  who,  having  difpatched  the  league 
of  their  enemies,  overthrown  their  projcC^s,  and  confounded  their  am bi- 
tion»  would  refufe  the  moll  flattering  of  allglories^  thatol  giving  peace 
to  the  world,  after  having  connucrcd  it  ? 

•  The  diplomatic  fyilem  ot  a  Urpublic  is  not  embarralTed  like  that  of 
Courts  ;  neither  rights  of  blood,  family  compa^ls,  nor  marriage  intc- 
rclb  thwarts  its  mcalurcs.  It  knows  no  rights  but  thofe  of  1^ ations  ; 
fhc  human  (pecies  is  its  family,  and  it  allies  itfeif  only  to  the  intereftsof 
*hc  pcopl" ;  its  policy  ought,  therefore,  to  be  fimj>lc  and  eafy.  Such 
)\iU  be  yours. 

Penetrated  with,  the  great  principles  of  the  independence  of  nations, 
of  the  reciprocity,  the  equality  of  rights  and  (f  duties  among  political 
loci''tic3,  thofc  who  will  bech.lrgcd  in  yournnmc  to  negt>ciate  with  the 
States  who  may  rnnnifeft  a  pacific  diipoiition,  ought  to  le  able  not  only 
to  maintain  the  rij;hts  and  the  dignity  rf  the  French  people,  but  to  alTure 
other  nations  of  c::tcrn:il  and  internal  Iccuritv  or  our  faith  in  treaties,  and 
of  the  equity  of  our  intentions,  refpeding  navigation  and  commerce. 

You  cannot  he  ace u fed  of  perpetuaiing  the  horrors  ot  war  :  you  will 
not  have  to  anfwer  for  the  blood  which  may  continue  t^  flow  ;  the  Re- 
public,  triumphant,  prepared  to  fly  to  new  triumphs,  is  dcfirous  of  peace ; 
llie  wilhes  an  univerfal  pcLice,  and  fuch  a  one  as  for  ever  would  aflure  the 
icpofc  of  the  world. 
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jefly.'s  allies  on  the  Continent,  prrvades  wub  cqunl  iofluence  the  minds 

of  your  Majtuy'ri  loyal,  faithful,  and  aftedionate-fubjcdts  at  hofne*. 

ExtraH  of  a  Dedat  ation  of  the  King  of  Prvffia  tu  the  Cn~ejlates  of  the  JErji' 
firf^  relative  to  the  Treaty  of  Peace  he  has  con-  hied  with  France.   ' 

Berlin,  M^y  I,    1795.. 

All  coufiderations  on  thcfe,  and  many  other  relation?,  became ceitainljr 
the  more  nrircnt  anil  inviting,  as  «\t  the  termination  of  the  lafl  unfucccf^* 
ful  campaigr,  the  crifis  threatened  on  one  fide  to  reach  the  mod  dangc« 
rous  point,  but  on  the  other,  there  began  to  rife  in  France,  from  the 
ruins  of  the  precipitated  fyflcni  of  terror,  amorc-folid  government  of 
moderation  and  temperance,  and  the  wife  fentimcnt  of  its  being  in  want 
of  peace  ;  at  this  period  there  could  be  but  one  wifh,  but  one  longing 
dchre  in  Germany,        ' 

Ifattei  three  bloody  campaign*,  fertile  in  death  and  devadation^  the 
rcfourccs  of  the  war  were  entirely  drained,  and  all  hopes  of  its  farther 
continuance  with  fuccefs  had  vaniflied  ;  if  it  became  j)0|verfully  manifeft 
that  the  almighty  hard  of  Providence  had  given  to  the  torrent  of  the 
hoftile  exploits  at  once  fo  decifive  a  turn,  and  that  all  farther  attempts  to 
rcCft  it  would  prove  truirlefs  ;  if  tfce  enemy  himfelf  is  not  difinclined  to 
embrace  the  offer  of  peace,  and  all  hopes  appear  of  obtaining  it  fooner 
than  by  an  oblHnatc  continuance  of  the  war,  did  there  ilill  remain  any- 
choice  ?  Could  a  wife  and  humane  Prince  then  wi(h  to  fee  the  horrors  of 
war  fpread  ftill  farther,  without  meafiare,  and  to  nopurpofe  >  Were  not 
the  Provinces  (already  overwhelmed  with  mifery)  fufficiently  ravaged  ? 
Was  not  luffering  humanity  bent  fufficiently  low  > 

During  the  late  difturbanccs  in. Paris,  the  opinion  of  the  leading  men 
relative  to  the  defire  of  the  people  for  peace,  was  flrongly  marked  by 
iheir  llfuing  a  peoclamation,  intended  to  foot  be  the  populace,  in  which 
Jiopes  vftre  given  that  a  treaty  of  peace  would  be  fpeedily  concluded  with 
another  of  the  leading  powers  in  Europe, 

*  On  the  anthority  of  the  late  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  it  app^ara 
that  the  war  is  unpopular  in  that  part  of  His  Maje Ay's  dominions,  as  he 
Hates  in  his  letter  to  Lord  Carllfle,  that  by  bis  influence,  and  the  credit 
of  the  perfons  whom  he  had  emplr)yed,  &c.  he  had  cnufed  **  a  fpirit  of 
*'  union  and  harmony  to  fucceed  to  that  general  difcontent  atui  difaffec- 
*'  lion,  as  well  againft  the  fyflcm  of  the  former  Government  as  agaioft 
**  the  war  itfelf,  which  at  the  time  of  his  arrival  raanifcllly  and  avowed- 
•*  ly  pervaded  the  bulk  of  the  nation." 

'rhat  thofe  at  the  head  of  the  Oovcrnmentof  this  country  arc  not  lefa 
vcrfed  or  Icfs  pradifed  in  the  little  arts  and  managements  alternately  ufed, 
to  bring  forward  or  fupprefs  the  prevailing  opinion  o£the  Public  according 
to  the  convenience  of  its  cxifling  rules,  can  hardly  be  doubted  ;  and  it 
may  be  left  with  fafety  to  a  Public,  who  have  wlrnefled  the  aft  brought 
to  a  flate  of  unparalleled  perfection,  to  decide  whether  Mr.  Pitt  might  not 
long  ago  have  boafird,  with  equal  juflicc,  that  he  had  managed  to  fup- 
prefs *'  that  difcontent  againft  the  war,  which  manifeftly  and  avowedly 
**  pervaded  the  bulk  of  this  nation." 

The  following  important  place*  have,  in  the  courfc  of  the  prcfentfcf- 
^n,  petitioned  the  Houfc  of  Commons  againft  the  war: 
Hull,  York  City,  Liverpool, 

Carlifle,  /  Southwark,  Workington, 

London,  Manchcftcr.  Dundee, 

Southampton,       Salifhury,  Colchefter, 

Norwich,  Durham  City,  •    Dumfcrmline* 
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Lord  OREN  VILLE  rofe  and  faid^  he  was  willing  to  accept  of 
the  ptopofition  la?d  down  in  the  Addrcfs,  viz.  that  a  fpecdy  and  ho- 
nourable peace  was  at  all  times  defirable :  But  we  were  not  embarked 
in  this  war,  as  the  noble  Lord  had  fee  forth  in  the  Addrefs  which 
)\c  had  drawn  up  fo  elaborately ;  we  were  not  embarked  on  account 
cf  the  Dutch,  or  the  navigation  of  the  Scheldt,  but  by  an  unpro- 
voked aggrcflion  on  the  part  of  the  French.  Wi^  rcfpe<3  to  the 
queflion  of  an  addrcfs  to  accelerate  negociation,  in  whatever  manner 
it  might  be  difpofcd  of,  the  propofal  was  liable  to  this  objection, 
vh.  that  any  declaration  by  any  of  the  Houfcs  of  Parliament  muft 
tend  confiderably  to  weaken  the  hands  of  Government.  Muft  not 
die  impreflion  made  by  this  Addrefs  be  of  a  difcouraging  nature  ?^« 
It  certainly  muft :  and  inftead,  as  the  noble  Lord  affcrtcd,  of  ftrength- 
ening  the  Government,  it  would  be  the  moft  ^ffedlual  mode  of 
weakening  it. — So  far  from  allowing  the  Eicccutive  Govermnfcnt 
to  be  the  principals  in  the  bu(inefs»  the  effcA  would  be  to  promul* 
gate  the  idea^that  Parliament  has  thought  proper  to  take  the  buftnefs 
into  its  own  hands^  and  to  take  on  itfcif  the  refponfibility  of  public 
mcafures.  Whatever,  might  have  been  the  original  grounds  of  the 
war,  It  has  become  now  neceffary  to  continue  it — ^Accordii^  to  the 
leafoning  of  thofe  noble  Lords  who  chufe  to  raife  the  cry  of  peace, 
we  muft  treat  becaufe  we  cannot  continue  the  war :  To  this  he  wouki 
anfweTy  that  he  was  as  dedrous  of  a  juft  and  honourable  peace  as 
they  could  be,  but  to  obtain  a  juft  and  honourable  peace  was  im- 
praAicable  in  the  prefent  moment ;  and  can  there  be  any  thir^  more 
encouraging  to  an  enemy  than  to  hear  Parliament  make  fuch  a  de- 
claration that  this  country  was  not  able  any  longer  to  carry  on  the 
war,  and  by  that  means  infpiring  them  with  the  determination  not 
only  to  profecute  it  with  vigpur,  but  it  would  alfo  put  them  upon 
demanding  higher  terms  than  they  would  othcrwifc  think  of  doing? 
It  would  be  impoflible  to  place  Government  in  a  fituation  in  which 
it  would  be  more  difficult  to  make  either  war  or  peace^  than  tliat 
propofed  by  the  noble  Lord.  He  did  not  dunk  it  worth  while  to 
detain  their  Lordftiips  long  on  a  queftion  of  fuch  a  nature ;  he  would 
only  advert  to  a  few  of  the  aiguments  adduced  by  the  noble  Lord. 
With  refpeA  to  the  peace  of  (tit  King  of  Pruflia  and  Grand  Duke 
of  Tufcany,  and  the  proceedings  of  the  Diet  of  Ratisbon»  he  de- 
fired  their  Lordftiips  to  recollefl,  whether  thefc  very  points  were  not 
expe£ied  to  take  place  long  previous  totlieir  happening.  The  next 
grounds  on  which  the  noble  Lord  went,  were  the  refcript  of  the  Em- 
peror, and  the  Auftrian  finances :  With  refpcS  to  the  latter,  this 
country  had  found  out  the  means  of  relieving  them  without  takiiig 
any  burden.on  itfcif.   Jt  could  not  be  denied  that  Auftria  was  ftrong 
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in  point  of  men  and  military  reiburoe$»  and  this  he  hoped  die  noble 
Lprd  would  have  candour  enough  to  acknowledge.  In  rqgard  to  tihue 
reicripty  the  obje6lion  made  to  that  was^  that  it  was  iflued  at  Ratifr- 
bon,  at  the  time  that  we  concluded  the  treaty  with  the  Elmperor  at 
Vienna ;  this  he  thought  did  not  prevent  the  objedl  of  the  war  from 
being  hapjnly  accompliihed.  As  to  the  reafoning  of  the  noble  Lord 
with  refpcd  to  the  Emperor,  as  Member  of  the  Germanic  Body  and 
King  of  Bohemia,  it  was  truly  ridiculous ;  fuch  reafoning  would 
fuit  Co6^e*houfe  Politicians,  who  were  little  read  in  the  Law  of 
Nations*  It  was  perfedly  coniiitent  thnt  the  Germanic  Empire  as 
a  body  might  be  at  peace,  when  at  the  fame  time  any  particular 
Member  m^ht  be  at  war-  Notwithftanding  the  defedion  of  the 
King  of  Pruflla  from  the  general  confederacy,  the  (ituation  of  France 
was  much  more  alarming  th^n  it  had  been  at  any  former  period« 
His  Lord(hip  aflferted,  that  their  finances  were  in  a  more  ruinous 
fituation  than  what  he  had  /ncntioned  when  the  queftion  was  laft 
agitated.  He  had  dated  the  difcount  on  Uflignats  to  be  at  70^— 4hey 
^ffcre  now  at  95  j  and  their  expenditure  as  much  in  a  month  as  ours 
in  a  whole  year.  It  was  impoflible,  therefore,  they  could  hold  it 
out  much  longer.  The  noble  Earl  who  brought  forward  this  pro- 
pofition  had  paflcd  over,  without  the  fmallefl  notice,  the  prefent  iq- 
U^jrnal  flatc  of  France,  which,  his  Lordlhip  laid,  was  fuch,  that 
np  dependence  could  bc^had  on  any  Government  {landing  for  a  fortf 
Bi{|^t>  The  difcontents  and  difTentions  among  themdelves  were  fo 
great,  and  in  to  many  different  parts  of  the  kingdom,  that  if  dief 
fliould  extend  themfelyes,  this  country  might  yet  have  an  oppoitu* 
nity  of  giving  afliftance  to  one  party,  and  thsreby  give  a  prepcMideF- 
ance  to  the  fcale.  His  Lordfhip  contended,  that  the  Emperor  was 
able  and  willing  to  co-operate  vigoroufly  with  this  countvy  in  Ae 
proTecution  of  the  war,  and  it  was  polidc  in  us  to  be  allied  widl 
him.  He  faid  that  the  Miniilers  of  this  country  had  no  idea  of  the 
French  Government  being  in  a  capacity  to  maintain  the  relations  of 
peace  and  amity  in  the  miffion  of  Sir  Frederick  Eden — that  gender- 
nian  had  been  fcnt  to  France,  not  to  propofe  a  tie^ociation  for  peace, 
but  to  fee  if  they  were  capable  of  carrying  on  the  war  like  a  civilized 
nation,  and  it  was  found  they  were  not.  Miniflers  here  had  un- 
derftood,  that  va(l  numbers  of  our  brave  feamen  were  rotting  in 
j^ils  in  France,  without  the  common  nccelTarics  of  life^  they  had 
therefore  determined  to  try  the  experiment  of  an  exchange  of  pri* 
fbners  with  the  French,  which,  contrary  to  all  rules  of  former 
wars,  had  been  cruelly  and  ferocioufly  refufed.  The  noble  Earl  had 
aiked  iirn  a  queftion  which  he  owned  was  not  proper  to  be  aflccd-*— 
h^d  admitted  the  delicacy  of  his  lituation-— and  yet  had  infinuated 
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pretty  broadly  to  their  Lordfliips  that  they  had  offcttd  to  ertCer  intb 
more  extenfive  negdciattons.  This  was  a  queftion  which  he  did  not 
think  ought  to  have  been  aiked,  but  as  it  had  been  aflccd,  he  would 
anfwer  it.  He  did  not  know  of  any  fuch  intimation  having  bccfi 
made  to  Sir  Frederick  Eden.  His  Lordihip  laid,  he  flattered  him- 
fclf  the  Houfe  would  fee  the  great  impropriety  of  entering  into  any 
negoeiation  of  peace  at  prcfent.  The  Prench  were  in  poSeflion  of 
a  great  deal,  which  it  would  be  impofliblc,  for  the  fafcty  of  this 
country,'  and  for  the  fafcty  of  Europe,  that  they  ihould  be  permitted 
to  keep.  The  offer  to  treat  now  would  defeat  the  poflibiUty  of  that 
being  given  up ;  and  witliout  it,  the  war  mull  be  profecuted^  let 
tfic  confequcnces  be  what  they  .might.  The  prefent  fituation  of 
France  was  fuch,  that  there  was  every  profpeft  of  our  fucceedii^ 
to  a  very  great  degree,  and  therefore  he  (hould  certainly  give  his  ne- 
gative to  the  prefcnt  motion. 

The  Earl  of  GUILFORD  thought  the  fpeech  of  the  noble  Se- 
cretary  of  State  the  moft  alarming  which  had  been  made  in  all  the 
difcuflions  which  had  taken  place  on  this  fubjedl.  He  faw  deaiiy 
that  Miniflers  were  detcrifnined  to  carry  on  the  war,  at  all  events, 
till  that  and  the  other  Houfe  of  Parliament  (hould  interfere  and  put 
a  ftop  to  it.  They  fecmcd  refolved  to  rifque  the  exiflence  of  the 
-countrv',  rather  than  th^  exiftence  of  their  fituations.  Their  exeufe 
was,  that  to  enter  into  any  negoeiation  would  fliackle  Government- 
He  could  not  belfcve  that  any  fuch  thing  would  be  the  rcfult  of  a 
negoeiation.  There  was  no  doubt  but  that  the  Enaperor  of  Ger- 
many might  make  peace  as  a  Member  of  that  body,  and  continue 
the  war  as  King  of  Boliemia ;  and  that  the  King  of  England  mi^t 
be  at  war  with  France,  and  the  Eledtor  of  Hanover  at  peace  ;  but 
notwirtiftanding  this  finejjcy  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  endeavour  to  flop 
the  tide  of  carnage  and  blood— notwithftanding  the  prophecies  of  the 
noble  Lord  (Grenville)  relative  to  what  muft  cnfuc  to  France,  the 
allies  loft  province  after  province,  until  they  were  completely  drove 
beyond  the  Rhine.  Was  it  not  faid  in  France,  that  whenever  aftf 
plot  was  detefted,  that  it  was  carried  on  by  the  golij  of  Pitt  ?  And 
could  we  think  by  proceeding  in  this  manner  to  have  better  opportu-* 
nitics  of  treating?  Certainly  not,  and  the  only  eflfeft  of  it  would 
be  to  drive  the  French  to  defpcration.  He  concluded  by  giving  his 
hearty  aflent  to  the  motion,  and  his  dianks  to  the  noble  Earl  for 
hringipg  it  forward. 

Lord  MULGRAVE  oppofed  the  motion — he.faid,  this  was  cer- 
tainly not  a  time  to  treat,  when  France  was  in  a  ftate  of  fuch  in- 
ternal diflention,  that  even  her  two  fleets  were  in^  diflfcnmt  parties. 
He  aikcd  if  thofe  who  were  fo. much  for  negoeiation,  had  dioughc 
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<Mi  the  qucftioi?,  with  whom  they  would  treat— would  thcy.wifli  ta 
treat  with  the  people  in  I^ark,  or  with  thofc  at  Toulon»— would 
they  treat  with  thp  fleet  in  Breft  Water,  or  with  that  at  Toulon-r* 
if  they  treated  with'  one,  tlie  other  would  be  againft  tliein.  Evety 
exifting  circumdance  proved  that  it  was  not  a  proper  time  to  troati 
and  therefore,  he  fhould  follow  the  example  of  his  noble-friend 
{x)rd  Grenville,  fnd  give  his  negative  to  the  motipn. 

The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE  replied  to  the  argument  of  Lord 
Grenville.  His  Lordfhip  faid,  that  the  noble  Secretary  of  State, 
had  fpokcn  with  great  exultation  about  the  miflion  of  Sir  Frederick 
Eden,  and  had  faid,  that  Miniflers  had  fcnt  him  to  France  not  to 
negociate  a  peace,  but  to  try  if  they  could  carry  on  war  like  a  civi» 
llicd  nation,  which  they  had  proved  they  could  not.  He  was  fbrry. 
to  hear  flie  noble  Lord  exprcfs  himfclf  in  thofe  terms,  for  he  could. 
not  fuppofe  that  it  was  either  a  ferocious  difpofition  or  want  of  civi- 
lization, that  induced  the  French  to  a(5l  as  they  had  done,  on  the 
fubjeft  of  an  exchange  of  fcamcn.  He  accufed  the  noble  Lord,  and 
His  Majefty's  otlier  Miniftcysj  of  crueltf  and  neglevS  to  tlieir  ff^llow 
countr)'men,  the  failors  of  our  fleet,  now  rotting  in  the  gaols  of 
France,  in  not  ha  ving«endeavoured  to  obtain  an  exchange  long  bcferc 
the  time  they  did.  Two  years  had  elapied,  and  nothing  of  thisi 
kind  had  been  attempted  ;  and  it  was  not  till  after  the  application  of 
Miniftcrs  to  both  Houfcs  of  Parliament  to  raifc  men  in  fuch  a  way 
as  iiad  never  before  been  known  in  this  country,  which  being  made 
public,  camc'totlie  knowledge  of  the  French,  who  finding  our  dif- 
trcrfs  for.fcamen  at  the  prefcnt  juncture,  rcfufed  to  agree  to  an  ex* 
ch4nge.  This  was  the  true  reafon  of  their  rcfufal,  and  Miniftws 
ought  to  have  prevented  it,  by  a  more  early  endeavour  to  have  fettled 
an  exchange,  which  might  have  been  eafily  done  if  it  had  been  at- 
tempted. As  the  bufinefs  was  managed,  it  was  not  propofcd  to  thcnJ 
as  a  liberal  exchange,  but  on  a  narrow  policy  of  getting  ftom  them 
the  failors  they  had  taken  \  therefore  they  rcfufed,  in  which  they 
afled  wifely.  Had  Sir  Frederick  Eden  been  inftruflcd  to  open  a 
liberal  negociatidn '  for  peace,  there  was  no  doubt  but  they  would 
have  treated  ;  but  they  rcfufed  to  treat  upon  a  fubjcft  which  was 
temporary  and  partial,  and  which  w*^  intended  only  to  enable  us  to 
carry  on  the  war  againft  them  with  additional  vigour. 

LordGRENVILLEreplied  to  that  part  of  the  noble  Earl's  fpcech 
v.hich  related  to  the  fuppofed  negociation  for  the  exchange  of  fci.Jtijn 
prifoners.  Sir  Frederick  Eden's  cmbalTy,  he  faid,  was  merely  ex- 
perimental, and  as  to  the  aflTcrtion  rtiat  no  overtures  had  been  mad« 
before,  he  believed  that  If  tliey  had*  they  would  not  have  been  at- 
tended with  much  fuccvfb.*-^Vbcrrj  were  other  pAtts  of  Uiw  tiOblt 
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Earl's  fpeech,  and  qucftions  put  to  His  ^f ajefty's  Afiniffers,  to  iwUch 
it  became  them  not  to  give  jiny  fort  of  anfwer  to  whatever.  After 
a  loud  cry  of  que(Kon !  queilion !  fioom  the  Bifhops*  bench. 

The  Eari  of  LAUDERDALE  feid  that  he  was  a  Ktdc  fiirprifcd 
that  the  eagemefs  and  cry  for  the  queftion,  as  well  as  the  impatience 
to  get  away,  prtKeeded  moftly  from  thofe  noble  Lords  ~m4io  had  not 
been  in  the  Houfe  till  very  late  in  the  debate.  He  was  as  anwil- 
Itng  to  detain  the  Houfe  as  any  man,  but  certainly  fome  fardicr  cx> 
planation  was  ncceflary  than  had  been  given  by  the  noble  Lord  re- 
fpeding  the  delay  in  applying  for  an  exchange  of  prtfoncrs.  Two 
years  had  elapfed  before  any  exchange  of  feamen  had  been  diocj^ 
'  of,  and. then  the  experiment  was  tried  at  a  time  when,  after  havii^ 
declared  to  the  world,  by  our  meaftires  at  home,  the  difficulty  we 
had  in  gettijl^  men  for  our  navy,  it  was  impoflible  any  propo&l  for 
an  exchange  could  be  agreed  to  by  the  French.  He  alfo  blamed 
Minifters  for  not  coming  forward  with  a  vigorous  pirfs  at  firf^, 
and  then  they  would  have  got  the  men  for  the  navy,  whom  the  mer* 
chant  (hips  had  carried  out ;  and,  being  taken,  were  now  in  the 
French  prifons. 

Lord  GRENV^LLE  faid,  that  the  noble  Earl  now  blamed  the 
Minifters  for  having  refrained  from  diftrefling  the  commerce  and 
trade  of  the  country  as  long  as  poffible. 

The  qucftion  being  called  for,  a  diviiion  took  place-^ 
Not-Contents  53  ;  Contents  8.     Majority  45. 

Monday  J  %tb  June. 

On  the  fecond  reading  of  the  Datchet  Canal  bill,  and  on  a  mo- 
tion for  its  being  committed. 

The  Marquis  of  BUCKINGHAM  moved  as  an  amendment, 
"  that  it  be  committed  for  this  day  three  months." 

Lords  COVENTRY,  CARLISLE,  RADNOR,  andCAER- 
NAR VON  fpoke  in  favour  of  the  bill ;  they  were  oppofed  by  Lord 
Moira  at  confiderable  length,  the  Duke  of  Clarence,  Lord  More- 
ton,  and  the  Lord  Chancellor. 

On  a  diviiion  there  appeared  for  the  amendment. 

Contents,  38 ;  Not-Contents,  8. 

Tiufdajj  qth  June^  to  Tuifday^   1 6th  June^  inclu/wf. 

No  debate. 

ff^edmfdayi  I  Jth  June. 

The  Emperor's  Loan  bill  was  read  a  feecmd  dme,  ordered  to  be 
committed  to-morrow,  and  read  a  third  time  on  Friday  next. 
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The  Duke  of  GRAFTON  moved,  that  their  Lcrdfliips  be  funir 

mopwlfor  Friday, 

Thurfday^   I  %th  June. 

The  Prince  of  Wales's  Eftablifliment  and  Debt  bill,  the  India 
Importation  bill,  the  Glafs  Duty  bill,  and  feveral  other  public  and 
private  bills,  were  brought  tip  from  the  Commons  and  read  a  firft 
time. 

The  Prince  of  Wales's  Eflablilhment  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read 
a  fecond  time  on  Monday  next,  and  the  Houfe  to  be  fummoned  for 
that  day. 

Friday y   1 9/A  June. 

The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE  requefted  their  Lordftiips'  atten- 
tion to  feme  obfervations  which  he  had  to  make  to  them  refpe£ting 
the  bill  for  providing'  an  eftablifliment,  and  for  paying  the  debts  of 
the  Prince  of  Wales,  which  was  to  be  read  a  fecond  time  on  Mon- 
day next.  He  took  this  opportunity  of  opening  the  matter  to  their 
Lordfhips,  in  order  that  being  pofTelTcd  of  his  reafons  for  the  motion 
he  intended  to  itiakc,  they  might  make  up  their  minds,  or  at  lea{l 
fo  turn  it  there  as  to  come  prepared  upon  the  fubjedl.  His  Lordfliip 
faid,  that  the  bill  he  now  alluded  to,  was  founded  upon  the  Prince's 
confent — the  preamble  recited  that  it  was,  and  yet  it  had  pafled  the 
other  Houfe  without  any  proof  of  this  confent  being  adually  given, 
except  by  what  had  been  faid  by  a  gentleman  in  that  Houfe,  that  the 
Prince  had  fo  given  it.  He  faid,  tliat  by  the  forms  of  that  Houfe, 
which  he  hoped  their  Lordfliips  would  never  depart  from,  as  they 
were  the  very  fundamental  principles  of  juftice— no  bill  which  con- 
cerned a  private  individual,  to  which  the  confent  of  that  individual 
was  ncceffary,  could,  by  the  forms  of  tliat  Houfe,  pafs  without  that 
confent  being  proved  in  fo  clear  a  manner  as  to  be  put  upon  their 
Ix)rdniips*  journals ;  and,  furely,  if  fuch  nice  care  was  taken  of 
the  rights  of  an  individual,  thofe  of  a  Prince  were  equally  deferving 
of  attention^  The  bill  contained  many  reftriftions  of  a  very  extra- 
ordinary nature,  and  many  grants  of  a  very  extraordinary  kind.  It 
was  ncceffary  therefore  that  the  Prince's  confent  (hould  be  fo  proved 
as  that  it  might  be  put  upon  the  journals.  No  document  had  lii- 
therto  been  produced  t^  the  Houfe  to  this  effect,  nor  did  he  fee  how 
it  could  be  fo,  except  by  a  mcffage  from  His  Majcfty.  He  hoped, 
that  before  die  next  reading  of  the  bill,  fome  of  the  noble  Lords  in 
Adminiftration  would  bring  forward  fomcthing  of  this  kind,  other- 
wife  their  Lordfliips,  who  were  the  firft  Court  of  Judicature  in  the 
kingdom,  muft  break  through  all  their  cftablilhcd  forms,  a  very 
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dangcwus  experiment,  and  a  very  terrible  example,  or  dfc  refufe  to 
pafs  this  bill.  His  Lordfhip  faid  he  (hould  on  Monday  make  a 
motion,  and  begged  now  to  know  of  the  noble  Lord  (GrenviUe) 
whether  he  would  oppofe  it,  viz.  for  all  the  Judges  to  attend  the 
Houfe  ;  and  he  informed  their  Lordfliips  that  his  rcafons  for  defiting 
4uch  attendance  was  to  put  qucftions  to  them  for  their  decifion,  as 
to  the  legal  claim  of  the  Prince  of  Wales  to  the  arrears  of  the  Duchy 
of  Cornwall. 

The  Duke  of  LEEDS  obferved,  that  with  refpeft  to  the  neccf- 
fity  of  a  meffage  from  His  Mnjeftvi  there  was  a  dlreft  precedent, 
not  many  years  back,  to  the  contrary-^ and  this  was,-  that  when  the 
exchange  took  place  between  Somcrfet- Houfe,  which  had  been  fettled 
QS  a  jointure  on  Her  Majefiy,  and  Buckingham- Houfe,  in  the  bill 
fcr  effc£ling  w^hich  ficr  Miijefty's  confcnt  was  neccffary,  that  con- 
fent  was  given  by  one  of  the  Officers  of  Her  Majcfty's  Houfehold, 
the  Earl  of  WaUlcgrive. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  left  the  Wocilfack,  and  flatcd, 
that  he  tho/^ht  the  nuble  Lords  who  had  brought  this  matter  for- 
ward were  irregular.  In  the  cafe  of  private  bills  where  confent  was 
neccffary,  the  bills  were  read  a  firft  and  fea>nd  time,  and  the  con- 
fcnt was  only  produced  before  the  third  reading  ;  that  would  there- 
fore he  the  proper  time  to  bring  the  bulinefs  forward  ;  but  it  feemed 
to  him  that  when  a  bill  had  a6>ually  paffcd  the  Houfe  of  Commais, 
which  contained  a  reciral  of  the  Prince's  confent,  that  the  coming 
from  that  Houfe,  after  paflTing  through  all  the  forms  of  it,  was  ample 
proof  of  the  Prince's  confent  having  been  fully  and  regularly  proved 
to  them,  and  confcqucntly  fufficient  for  thtir  Lordfhips  to  proceed 
upon. 

The  E.iri  of  LAUDERDALE  differed  with  the  Lord  Chancel- 
lor as  to  the  point  of  irregularity  ;  he  could  fee  no  irregularity  in 
letting  their  Lordfliips  know  the  grounds  on  which  he  fliould  oppofe 
the  fecond  rending  of  ilicbill,  and  eontendcl,  that  the  bill  having 
puffed  the  Houfe  of  Commons  was  by  np  means  fufScicnt  proof  of 
the  Prince's  cgnfcnt  for  their  Lordfliip5  to  proceed  upon,  without 
depjirting  from  their  forms  and  orders,  and  wirliout  fheuing  to  the 
woHd  that  their  Lordilrps  were  nicely  fcrupulous  of  difpofirg  of  the 
pre  pert}' of  a  private  individual,  without  his  moft  formal  confeiit, 
while,  at  the  fame  time  faviiY,  the  pro^crr}*  of  a  Prince,  and  to 
very  great  amount,  wr.s  to  be  afrltlcd  \^  itliout  any  .care  or  attenti<)n 
tr)  thofe  forms  which  were  fo  rigidly  icihcrjci  to  in  cafes  of  private 
perfons.  This  ffruek  him  as  a  vor/  e.x**  ^rd'n.iry  doctrine,  and 
very  odd  proceeding,  and  Uieh  a.<:  'ic  h'»ped  tl.cir  Lorafliips  would 
no:  countenance.      What  had  iallco  from  the  nublc  Duke,  refjiect- 
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ing  the  confent  of  the  Queen,  ftrcngthcned  his  argument,  and  (hewed 
that  fome  evidence  of  confent  was  neceffary.  He  begged  to  know 
of  Lord  Grenville,  whether  he  would  oppofe  the  motion  which  he 
had  mentioned,  refpc^ing  the  attendance  of  the  Judges. 

Lord  GRENVILLE  faid,  that  his  noble  and  learned  friend  had 
certainly  been  mifapprehcndcd  by  the  noble  Earl  as  to  the  point  of 
irregularity.  His  kamed  and  noble  friend  did  /lot  mean  to  fay^ 
that  the  noble  Earl  was  irregular,  in  having  difclofcd  his  reafons 
for  what  he  intended  to  bting  forward,  and  thereby  cnaljling  noble 
Lords  to  turn  the  bufinefs  in  their  minds,  a  condu6t  very  candid, 
fair  and  liberal ;  but  only  that  it  was  irregular  to  have  drawn  the 
matter  now  into  debate^  As  to  the  motion  of  the  noble  Earl,  rc- 
fpcding  the  attendance  of  the  Judges,  as  far  as  he  could  judge  at 
prefent,  he  Hiould  oppofe  it. 

The  Duke  of  GRAFTON  fupported  the  arguments  of -the  Earl 
of  Lauderdale,  refpefling  the  necefflty  of  adhering  to  the  forms  of 
the  Houfe  in  all  cafes  of  property,  where  the  confent  of  the  party  was 
exprcfsly  neceffary ;  and  differed  with  the  Lord  Chancellor  that  the 
"  circumftance  of  the  bill  having  paffcd  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  was 
fufficicnt  evidence  of  the  Prince  having  given  his  confent.  It  cer- 
tainly was  not ;  for  though  the  Prince  did  give  his  confent  to  the 
propofition  which  was  firft  brought  into  the  Commons,  the  bill,  in 
its  various  ftagcs  in  that  Houfe,  bad  been  fo  C(»mpletcly  and  totally 
altered,  that  it  was  altogether  a  novel  bill,  and  not  by  any  means 
'that  to  which  the  Prince  had  originally  given  his  confent,  for  which 
reafon  his  Grace  thought  tlie  ccnicnt  of  the  Prince  fliould  be  proved 
to  their  Lordlhips,  according  to  the  ufual  and  cftabliihed  forms. 

The  Eijrl  of  LAUDERDALE  then  gave  notice,  that  antecedent 
to  the  fccond  reading  of  the  bill  on  Monday,  he  would  make  a  mo- 
tion for  the  attendance  of  the  Judges,  and  mov©d  that  die  Lords  be 
fummoncd. — Ordered. 

The  Earl  of  MOIRA,  in  a  (hort  but  impreffive  fpeech,  called 
the  attention  of  the  Houfe  to  a  petition  which  had  long  been  upon 
the  table,  and  which,  in  his  mind,  was  entitled  to  very  fcrious 
confideration.  In  agitating  this  fubjefl  formerly,  he  had  the  mis- 
fortune generally  to  be  oppofcd  by  that  part  of  the  Houfe  technicallj^ 
called  the  Law  Lords,  notwichftanding  every  endeavour  to  concili- 
ate their  affiftance.  His  opinions  remained  the  fame  on  this  fub- 
jcct  they  had  always  been,  and  he  was  ftill  convinced  of  the  neccf- 
lity  that  there  was  for  fomcthing  effedual  being  done  in  the  matter ; 
his  only  reafon  for  rifing  to  ftatc  this  now  was,  by  way  of  apology  to 
thofc  who  tiiought  as  he  did,  for  not  having  brought  the  fiibject  for- 
ward fooncr.     At  iiic  time  he  gave  the  notice,  he  had  no  reafon  to 
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think  that  be  would  have  been  able  to  attend  that  Houfe  fo  often 
as  he  had  done.  It  was  now  too  late  in  the  feflfion  to  pnxrecd  in  it ; 
at  the  fame  time,  he  wifhed  it  to  be  known,  that  he  fttll  had  the 
cbjedl'as  much  at  heart  as  evpr,  and  was  convinced  that  it  could  not 
long  remtin  without  invcftigation  by  Parliament. 

The  order  of  the  day  for  the  third  reading  of  the  Imperial  Loan 
bill  being  read. 

Lord  GRENVILLE  faid,  after  the  ample  difcuflion  w^hich  this 
fubjedl  had  formerly  undergone,  he  had  nothing  to  add,  but  fimply 
to  move,  that  the  bill  be  now  read  a  third  time. 

The  Duke  of  NORFOLK  faid  he  had  long  been  in  habits  of 
difapprovingof  the  conduct  of  thofc  whom  His  Majefly  had  thought 
proper  to  appoint  as  his  MiniAers.  The  more  he  had  watched  that 
condu6t,  and  the  longer  the  country  had  experienced  the  calamities 
and  difgraceftil  confequenccs  of  it,  the  lefs  was  he  inclined  to  give 
them  any  countenance  or  fupport :  On  the  contrary,  every  tic  of 
duty  and  confcience  obliged  him  to  expofe  their  incapacity,  and  re- 
fifi  their  mcafuresi  which  uniformly  toKied  to  the  difadcr  and  ulti- 
mate ruin  of  the  country.  He  did  expcd  that  Miniftcrs,  particu- 
larly the  Minifter  in  whofe  department  this  tranfadlion  officially  was, 
would  have  thought  it  his  duty  to  give  the  Houfe  fome  explanation 
of  a  meafure  which  he  could  not  heiitate  to  call  one  of  the  moft 
dangerous  and  dcftruftive  that  the  word  of  Miniftcrs  in  the  worft 
of  times  could  have  propofed.  Before  the  Houfe  was  called  upon 
to  agree  in  this  meafure,  they  ought  to  know  what  was  the  real  fib- 
jc(Sl  of  it ;  and  before  they  agreed  to  lay  (bch  a  burden  on  dieir  con- 
ilituents  as  this  loan  would  be,  they  ought  to  know  what  were  the 
benefits  to  be  derived  from  it,  and  whether,  if  any  could  arife,  there 
was  a  chance  of  the  terms  erf  the  treaty  being  fulfilled.  His  Grace 
was  particularly  fcvere  on  the  condu(9  of  Miniftcrs  refpeding  the 
treaty  with  the  King  of  Pruflia  laft  year,  and  the  fcandalous  failure 
of  that  Prince  in  all  the  engagements  he  had  come  under  to  this  coun- 
try. This,  he  thought,  ought  to  have  been  a  leflbn  to  Miniftcrs, 
and  from  the  experience  of  what  had  pafled,  they  ought  to  have 
known  what  the  people  felt — The  bad  policy  of  fuch  alliances,  and 
^the  little  dependance  that  was  to  be  had  on  fuch  Courts.  Having 
argued  ftrcnuouily  againft  the  bill,  he  declared  he  would  rcfift  tiic 
third  reading  of  it. 

The  Duke  of  GRAFTON,  follov^ed  on  the  fame  fide,  and 
agrtf  d  fo  completely  with  the  noble  Duke,  that  he  would  not  detain 
the  Houfe  at  length,  dctcrnoined,  however,  after  attending  to  any 
thing  rluit  Miniftcrs  had  to  fay  in  fiipport  of  this  meafure,  to  refcrve 
hiiv.fclf  fur  fudi  a  re^ly  as  their  arguments  might  call  for.     If  the 
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HouTe  was  to  agree  to  filch  a  meafure  without  better  reafons  than 
any  yet  before  them,  he  fcarccly  knew  language  harfh  enough  to  de- 
fcribe  their  cohdiift— Guilty,  as  he  upon  hi^confcience  would  think 
every  man  who.countenanced  it,  of  facrificing  his  dutytodiePubliCj 
and  betraying  the  truft  repofed  in  him.  He  contended  that  the  ex- 
perience of  what  had  taken  place  lad  year  in  the  conduA  of  Pruflia, 
ought  to  have  put  Minifters  upon  their  guard  ;  and  that  they  ought 
to  have  known  that  by  the  general  and  almoA  unaninnous  voice  of 
all  defcriptions  of  people  in  this  country  the  prefcnt  meafure  was 
jaftly  and  fevefely  condemned :  This  he  could  ealily  collect  front 
the  company  he  mixed  with,  and  he  believed  tfiat  coippany  to  be  of 
a  defcription  as  intelligent  and  refpedable  as  thofe  diat  any  other 
Member  of  that  Houfe  had  acccfs  to.  He  was  againft  the  third 
reading  of  the  bill.  \ 

Lord  GRENVILLE  made  a  fhort  reply,  conceiving  it,  as  he 
before  dated,  unneceffary  to  go  over  ground  fo  often  dated  in  that 
Houfe  before.  Before  noble  Lords  complained  that  this  loan  was  a 
burden  upon  the  people,  they  ought  to  know  whether  it  really  was 
fo  or  not.  In  his  opinion  it  neither  was  an  immediate  burde(»,  nor 
was  it  probable  that  it  ever  would  be  a  burden  on  tiiis  country.  As 
to  the  noble  Duke's  affertion,  that  the  meafure  and  the  conduft  of 
Miniders  was  unpopular  amongd  the  company  that  he  kept,  it  was 
very  likely  fo  to  be  with  all  thofe  who,  like  the  two  noble  Dukes^ 
difapprovcd  of  the  war,  and  therefore  were  againd  every  means  for 
carrying  it  on  ;  but  furely  nobody  would  advife  Miniders,  who  were 
convinced  of  the  judicc  and  neceflity  of  the  war,  to  forego  what  ap- 
peared to  them  proper  mcafures,  from  any  dread  of  unpopularity- 
attaching  to  them  from  the  quarter  he  had  jud  alluded  to.  As  to 
the  condu6V  of  Prudia,  which  certainly  had  not  terminated  as  Mi- 
nifters or  the  country  could  have  widied,  this  was  the  fird  time  that 
he  had  heard  that  bccaufc  we  had  been  drfappointed  in  one  ally,  we 
were  not  to  form  any  other  alliances  ;  or  that  taking  it  another  way,' 
becaufe  there  was  a  poflibility  of  a  treaty  being  broken,  diat  afforded 
an  ai^ument  why  no  treat)'  ihould  be  made.  He  contended  that 
the  majority  of  that  Houfe,  the  majority  of  the  other  Houfe  of  Par- 
liament, and  the  majority  of  the  People  at  large,  were  for  continu-  . 
ing  the  war  with  vigour,  until  a  fafc,  honourable  and  permanent 
peace  could  be  edablidied,  and  that  they  were  equally  fenfible  of  tile 
neceflity  and  the  propriety  of  Continental  .alliances,  whenever  We 
were  involved  in  a  war  with  France.  From  the  prefent  meafure 
there  was  miich  to  be  hoped,  and  little  to  be  dreaded.  The  incli- 
narions,  the  intered,  and  the  fituation  of  the  Emperof,  all  tended 
to  give  ample  fecurity  for  the  fulfilment  of  tins  treaty,  zdA  his  ex- 
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citions  to  render  it  as  beneficial  as  poflible  t^  this  country.  Except 
the  Hbufe  of  Aultria  were  fuppofcd  to  be  loft  to  all  fenfe  of  {hame, 
and  totally  rcgardlefs  of  good  faith  in  the  eyes  of  Europe,  they  might 
as  well  commit  an  aft  of  national  bankruptcy  at  once,  as  fail  in  the 
performance  of  this  treaty.  Nor  was  it  to  be  expeded  that  the  Em- 
peror would  be  guilty  of  a  breach  of  faith,  at  a  time  when  he  had 
fo  many  reafons  to  keep  well  with  this  country.  After  alluding  to 
Ibme  other  points  that  had  been  noticed,  he  thought  it  would  be  a 
wafte  of  time  to  detain  their  Lordfhips,  by  a  repetition  of  what  they 
ha(i  heard  from  him  on  a  former  occafion,  and  wholly  unneceiTaiy, 
from  the  convldion  and  vote  of  the  Houfe  at  that  time. 

The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE  faid  the  extraordinary  introdudion 
of  this  motion  to-day,  furprifed  him  as  much  as  it  had  done  his  no- 
ble friends,  who  expeftcd  that  before  Minlftcrs  would  call  upon  the 
Houfe  for  their  aiTent  to  a  meafure  of  fuch  magnitude,  fome  argu- 
ments woul<}  have  been  offered  to  convince  them  of  its  propriety  and 
utility.  This,  however,  the  noble  Lord  had  completely  avoided, 
and  told  their  Lordfhips  in  rather  an  extraordinary  manner,  that 
after  what  he  had  formerly  faid  when  the  treaty  was  dlfcufled,  there 
was  no  ncceffity  for  his  adding  a  word  now.  To  thofc  who,  like 
bimfelf,  had  attended  to,  and  recollefted  the  noble  Lord's  fpecch 
of  that  day,  it  muft  appear  that  fo  far  from  going  amply  into  the 
fubjeft  then,  fo  as  to  make  all  future  explanation  unnecefTary,  the 
noble  Lord  had  ftated  it  as  a  reafon  for  not  doing  fo,  that  the  time 
would  come  when  the  loan  would  be  difcufTed,  and  then,  as  was 
his  duty,  he  would  be  prepared  for  every  thing  that  could  be  faid  on 
the  fubjedt.  This  was  the  day  therefore  on  which  he  muft  confidcr 
the  noble  Lord  as  folcmnly  pledged  to  give  the  fioufe  die  fuUeft  in- 
formation he  could,  inftead  of  treating  them  in  the  way  he  had  done, 
by  referring  them  to  his  former  fpeech.  This  meafure,  he  argued, 
was  entirely  new  in  its  nature,  and  never  had  been  reforted  to  by 
any  former  Pvlinifter,  even  Jn  the  worft  of  times :  fo  truly  novel 
indeed,  that  the  noble  Lord  and  his  colleagues  might  claim  the  ex- 
clufive  privilege  of  it,  a  mpnopoly  of  tlieir  own  invention.  The 
noble  Earl  then  attacked  the  provifions  of  the  bill,  which  liad  been 
very  improperly  called  wife ;  in  his  opinion  they  were  extremely 
loofe  and  inadequate  to  any  fccure  purpofes,  even  if  the  bill  had  been 
unexceptionable  in  its  principle.  He  went  into  a  minute  inveftiga- 
tioi>  of  the  terms  of  the  loan,  and  proved  by  accurate  calculation, 
that  they  were  as  difadvantageous  to  this  country,  as  the  fecurity 
was  dubious  of  the  Emperor *s  fulfilling  his  part  of  the  agreement. 
He  maintained  th«^t  the  creditors  of  the  Emperor  were  much  better 
9fF  from  their  own  Ingenuity  than  the  Public  were  from  the  attention 

4 


A.  1795.  DEBATES.  53*^ 

of  Miniftcrs.     Mcflrs.  Boyd,  BenfieW,  and  Co.  fctmed  to  know 
much  better  how  to  take  care  of  thetr  own  intereft  than  the  Miniflers 
did  how  to  attend  to  the  intcrefts  of  tlie  country*    He  then  adverted 
to  another  part  of  the  bill,  and  remarked  the  omifiion  of  having 
provided  any  fecurity  for  the  repayment  of  the  nrioney  already  ad- 
vanced to  the  Auftrian  Generals  laft  year.     In  the  minds  of  mod 
men,  when  fuch  a  negociation  was  going  forward,  it  would  have 
occurred  that  this  was  one  of  the  firft  things  to  be  attended  to  ;  but 
fo  much  had  it  been  ncglcftcd,  that  by  the  prefent  HU  the  Emperor 
might  take  the  whole  loan,  without  doing  any  thing  for  it,  and  no 
fecurity  whatever  was  given  that  he  would  repay  what  he  had  already 
got,  and  only  a  chance  of  payment  and  a  fimilar  chance  of  liis  ful- 
tilling  the  other  parts  of  his  engagements.     With  regard  to  the 
actions  of  the  Bank  of  Vienna,  a  part  of  the  fecurity  fo  much  boafted 
of,  the  noble  Lord,  upon  the  moft  accurate  and  minute  calculation, 
contended  that  tlie  whole  of  that  part  of  the  fecurity  was  only  a  fc* 
curity  for  a  certain  term  of  years ;  while  there  was  to  be  oppofed  to 
it  an  annual  expence  paid  by  this  country,  for  a  time  that  would 
make  its  amount  much  to  overbalance  all  that  would  be  p;roduced 
by  thofe  adlbns.     According  to  the  terms  of  the  bill,  a  continued 
annual  expenditure  of  this  fort  could  only  be  provided  fbr  by  a  fund 
in  perpetuity.     He  noticed  what  had  been  dated  of  the  probability 
that  the  fums  advanced  laft  year,  might  be  paid  back  in  November 
or  December  1795,  but  "was  at  a  lofs  to  find  out  why  thofo  were 
to  be  reckoned  the  months  of  greateft  plenty,  at  the  Bank  of  Vienna. 
It  was  in  December  1 794  that  this  money  had  been  called  for,  and 
it  was  in  thefe  choice  months  that  the  Prince  Cobourg  had  dcfcribed 
the  Emperor's  cof5-'rs  as  entirely  drained,  and  in  confequence  the 
total  impoflibilit)'  of  continuing  the  war  without  our  afTiftance.  Why 
then  fo  much  was  to  be  expected  from  them  this  year  he  could  not 
tell.      He  was  furprifed  that  Minifters  had^ot  been  taught  experi- 
ence from  the  example  of  Pruflia  ;  the  univerfal  opinion  of  the  coun- 
try was,  that  they  ought  never  to  have  loft  fight  of  that  Princess 
conduft  in  their  future  alliances  with  German  Princes.    Laft  year, 
in  our  treat)'  with  Pruffia,  it  was  in  our  power  to  ftop  the  foblidy 
when  we  faw  proper;  but,  this  year,  the  whole  of  the  Emperor** 
loan  by  this  bill  was  gone,  nor  was  there  any  check  left  upon  him 
to  fecure  payment.     He  deprecated  the  manner  in  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  perverted  the  fentiments  of  his  noble  friend  on  this  point, 
and  was  forry  to  fee  that  fuch  pcrvcrfions  fometimcs  had  their  efFc«5l, 
which  was  the  reafon  the  noble  Lord  thought  it  prudent,  however 
unfair,  to  fly  to  them.      It  was  the  faftiion  now  to  compliment  the 
Emperor  as  an  ally ;  fo  it  was  to  compliment  the  King  of  FniQia 
Vol,  XLIL  3  Z 
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bit  year;  and  he  much  doubted  wheifaar  neitt  year  we  wi^t  not 
hear  fimilar  language  held  refpedHng  the  Emperor  as*  was  now  ufed 
to  Pruffia.     The  many  calamitous  changes  and  circ4imftanccs  that 
had  fince  taken  place,  he  thought  would  have  induced  Minifters  to 
change  riicir  tone^     He  would  afk  thofc  who  fpoke  fo  high  of  the 
honour  of  the  Houfc  of  Auftria,  -and  their  ftrift  adherence  to  alli- 
ances upon  all  occa(ion$(y  what  there  was  in  the  prefent  (ituation  and 
circiimftances  of  the  Emperor,  that  made  him  more  to  be  trufted 
than  laft  year.     He  rather  thought  he  could  have  the  authority  of 
peribns  high  in  HU  Majcfty's  Council,  for  faying,  that  he  had  a6ted 
with  the  groffcft  treachery  towards  an  unfortunate  individual.  When 
this  treaty  was  firft  brought  before  the  Houfc,  the  Minifter  laid 
much  ftrefs  on  the  manifoft  "eagernefs  and  anxiety  which  the  Empe- 
ror fhcwed  to  ufc  every  exertion  in  his  power  for  the  common  caufc, 
artd  this  was  held  out  as  a  great  inducement  to  court  an  alliance  with 
him ;  but  would  the  noble  Lord  ftate  how  he  had  manifefted  that 
smxiety,  and  what  he  has  done  during  the  prefent  campaign  ?  At 
this  period  of  the  fcafon  laft  year  the  fete  of  the  campaign,  was  de- 
cided, and  fincc  tliat  time  to  the  prefent  hour  he  knew  of  nothir^ 
done  that  could  any  way  fecilitate  peace,  or  tend  towards  a  vigorous 
jJrofecUtion  of  the  war  on  the  part  of  the  Emperor.     He  had  traced 
the  various  untoward  events  that  had  happened,  and  now  found 
Luxembourg  in  the  hands  of  the  enemy,  one  of  the  very  ftrongeft 
fertrcffes  in  Europe,  and  by  far  the  moft  eflfential  to  the  Emperor. 
Was  there  any  fymptom  of  probable  fuccefs  by  continuing  the  war  ? 
Or  muft  we  think  that  he  had  any  chance  to  get  it  back  again  ?  In- 
ihort  thofe  difafters  and  calamities  pfefTing  fo  confhntly  upon  one 
another  during  the  prefent  war,  in  whatever  way  Minifters  orma- 
joririos  might  chufe  to  look  upon  them  in  that  Houfe,  they  moft 
weigh  with  the  people  v/ithout  doors  ,  and  though  for  thd  prefent 
they  remain  filent,  and  many  appear  ftupid  and  flothful  under  the 
continued  preffure  of  calamities,  burdens  and  diftrefe,  yet  if  Mini- 
fters go  on  as  they  have  done,  fo  regardlefs  of  the  public  infcitft, 
the  time  will  come  wlicn  the  odium  excited  by  their  difgi^ceful  mea- 
fures,  will  break  out  in  a  manner  not  fo  cafily  to  be  quieted.  With 
regard  to  the  proceedings  of  the  prefent  campaign,  we  had  been  told 
that  while  continental  alliances  were  neccffary,  we  were  exerting 
^    ourfelvcs  by  carrying  on  a  vigorous  naval  war,  and  our  great  fuc- 
ceffes  in  the  Weii  Indies,  as  well  as  our  attention  and  protection  to 
our  iflands,  in  tlvdt  part  of  the  globe,  liad  been  triumphantly  ftated. 
Perhaps  lie  would  ^gjin  hear  of  our  having  fcnt  thither  twcnry-four 
thoufand  men,  Uit  nnclanclKily  was  the  reflection,  if  the  trudi  was 
known,  how  few  of  thofe  men  ever  arrived.     Arfd  U  was  no  Icfs  a 
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curious  than  a  diftfeffing  circumftance,  livit  whik  Mtidfteis  were 
hgafting  of  thcit  futceffcs  in  tl>e  Weft  Indies,  they  were  at  the  fain^ 
moment  obliged  to  iflfue  a  million  and  a  half  «>f  Exchequer  bills  fofc 
the  reh'ef  of  the  inhabitants  of  thofe  idands,  on  account  of  tlic  cala- 
miticfi  which  this  fuccej-fal  war,  and  the  great  piotcdtion  we"  gave 
them,   had  brotight  upon  them.     A  bill,  to  this  purppfcj  he  under- 
ftoody  would  foon  be  on  their  table,  and  when  it  appeared,  he  ipuft 
oppofe  it  as  one  of  the  moft  unconstitutional,  of  the  inany  meafure;^ 
of  that  nature,  which  the  prefent  Minifters  bad  attempted  to  ^x^ 
upon  die  country.     He  next  adverted  to  the  proje<^ed  defcent  upoa 
France,  and  alked,  if  this  was  a  time  when  it  could  pofllbly  be  fup* 
pofed,  that  fuch  st  chimerical  atten^  was  practicable.     It  was  ooe 
of  thofe  many  abfurd  experiments,  which  had  been  contrived  to  de- 
lude the  people,  and  never  had  come  to  any  thing.    Th^  had  uni^ 
formly  been  as  ridiculous  in  thei^promifes  to  the  Public,  as  they 
had  been  weak  and  filly  in  the  execution  even  of  their  own  plans 
[a  cry  of  Hear !  Hear !  from  Lord  Grenville.]     The  noble  Earl 
faid,  he  knew  not  what  the  noble  Lord's  opinion  might  be  on  the 
projed  of  a  dcfcent  on  France,  for  it  was  as  impcflible  for  rational 
men  to  define  the  ideas  of  the  prefent  Minifters  upon  any  occafion, 
as  they  would  find  it  to  pay  a  continual  annual  fum  out  of  a  fund  that 
was  not  in  perpetuity.     But  after  their  abfurdity,  which  he  had  fo 
often  been  obliged  to  expofe  for  the  laft  three  years,  he  wondered 
he  could  have  taken  notice  of  what  the  noble  Lord  might  mean. 
He  ftatcd  the  grounds  of  oppofition  taken  up  b\^  himfclf,  and  thofc 
who  a£ted  with  him  pn  firailar  principles,  aga'nft  the  prefent  war. 
He  blamed  the  Miniliers,  firft,  for  not  doing  their  utmoft  to  get 
tlic  country  out  of  the  fcrape  into  which  they  Jiad  brought  it ;  fc- 
condiy,  for  a  total  want  of  energy  and  exertion  in  carrying  on  the 
war ;  and  third*j%  for  not. being  convinced,  from  the  repeated  mif- 
carriagps  and  fatal  e(Fc£ls  of  tacir  Councils,  that  their  incapacity 
was  fuch  as  to  make  them  totallv  unfit  for  their  fituations.     It  was 
curious  enough  to  hear  the  noble  Lord  upon  all  fubjeds,  inrroducing 
in  lofty  tones  the  great  pcofperity  of  the  countr)%     It  remin:ied'  him 
of  the  cafe  of  an  unfortunate  man,  who  had  died  while  liltening  to 
his  Phyfician  telling  Mm  that  he  had  po  bad'fymptoms,  and  was  in   . 
a  fair  way  of  enjoying  perfedl  health :  this  was  precifcly  the  cafe  be- 
tween the  Minifter  and  the  country  ;  and  he  much  feared,  that  while 
Minifters  were  talking  of  the  profperity  of  the  country,  at  fomc  not 
diftant  day,  if  they  continued  in  power,  they  would  bring  the  Con 
ftitution  and  their  country  to  an  unexpedied  end.     Before  he  fat 
down  he  murt  remind  the  Houfc  of  the  alteration  which  had  recently 
taken  place  in  the  Emperor's  fttu^xtion  from  laft  year ;  The  death  of 
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the  fon  of  the  late  unfertunate  King  of  France^  ^as  an  event  Aat 
ought  not  to  be  pafled  unnoticed ;  while  he  lived,  the  Emperor^ 
from  rekitionfliip,  had  a  family  intcrcft  in  the  contcft  with  France, 
which  did  not  now  cxift.  How  then  was  it  to  be  fuppoftxl  that  he 
was  difpofed  to  enter  into  the  war  with  greater  fury  and  eagernefs 
thanever,  after  he  had  adVually  been  treating  with  France  for  peace, 
as  a  Metnber  of  the  Germanic  Body,  and  when  there  no  lonj^er  ex- 
ifted  fuch  a  family  intcrcft  as  he  had  juft  Ibted  ?  Certainly  in  every 
view  of  the  fubje^>  there  was  Icfs  chance  of  fuccefs  in  his  exertions, 
and  from  every  ccnfideration  of  intereiV,  duty,  and  conncfiirn,  there 
was  ground  to  think  that  he  was  fincere  in  his  declaration  to  the  Diet, 
and  infinccre  with  us  ;  he  had  no  money  to  get  there — ^lierc  he  ex- 
pedtcd  a  loan.  The  noble  Lord  had  made  a  diftincSion  between  a 
loan  and  a  fubfidy,  but  was  forced  to  acknowledge  thjit  there  was 
f<>pie  degree  of  riik,  and  that  riik  he  confidcrcd  as  of  worfc  confe- 
quence  than  the  lofs  of  a  fubfidy.  He  concluded  by  reprobating  the 
whole  meafure,  as  novel,  unprecedented,  abfurd,  and  ruinous  in 
its  tendency,  and  would  therefore  opjx}fe  the  third  reading. 

The  Earl  of  MANSPTELD  complimented  the  noble  Earl  for 
the  powers  of  his  eloquence,  but  lamented  that .  he  had  beftowed  fo 
much  of  his  invc(9ive  on  the  charadlerof  the  firft  Sovereign  in  Eu» 
rope,  to  whom  this  loan  was  propdfcd  to  be  granted.  He  declined 
following  the  example  of  the  noble  Earl  in  the  manner  of  difcuffing 
the  quellion  before  their  Lord(hips,  which  appeared  to  him  to  be 
tliis:— Whether  the  meafure  now  prcppfed  would,  in  its  probable 
confequencc,  lead  to  a  vigorous  profecution  of  the  war  ? — In  his 
opinion  it  had  that  tendency  in  an  eminent  degree  ;  and  in  every  re- 
fpect  was  highly  defirable.  He  maintained,  that,  in  all  the  "wzis 
in  which  we  had  fuccefsfully  oppofed  France,  (he  had  to  contend 
with  other  powers  on  the  Continent ;  and  it  appeared  to  him  to  be 
wife  policy  that  the  prcfent  war  fliould  be  of  the  fame  nature.  Fiance 
was  now  unfortunatefy  pofllflcd  of  Flanders  and  of  Holland :  the 
latter  was  now  indeed  become  a  mere  province  of  France.— To  dif- 
poffefs  France  of  fuch  an  inordinate  (hare  of  power  was,'  and  otJght 
to  be,  the  object  of  all  tliofe  who  profecuted  this  war  ;  and,  the  bet- 
ter to  do  To,  200,000  men  were  to  be  brought  into  the  field- by  His 
Impcri;iA  M^jedy,  on  condition  of  this  loan  being  granted.  He 
tiulted,  that  wc  (hould  be  finally  fuccefsful  in  the  prefent  conteft : 
but  he  drcftdtd  the  cfFcft  of  the  eloquence  of  the  nohlc  Earl,  whofe 
fpeech,  no  doubt,  would  be  reported  in  detail : — the  ef&O^ -would 
poflibly  be  chat  of  inducing  the  French,  cxhaurted  as  they  were,  to 
fuppofc  that  this  countr)''  was  on  the  verge  of  ruin,  and  all  the  powers 
in  the  confederacy  i^  the  fame  ftate  ;  and  that  therefore  they  would 
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conlider  themfelvcs  as  the  arbiters  of  Euiope.  Sudi  Aile  of  fpcak- 
ing  tended  to  prolong  the  war  inftead  of  procuring  peace.  The  no* 
ble  Earl  then  proceeded  to  take  notice  of  the  (ituation  of  the  Empe- 
ror,  and  argued  that  the  willingnels  of  the  Emperor  to  negociate  as 
Eroperor,  had  no  effcA  on  his  jntereft  as  King  of  Hung;iiy  and 
Duke  of  Auftria,  for  thefe  were  charafters  out  of  whtdi  very  dif- 
ferent duties  and  intereffs  flow  \  and  the  law  of  the  empire  waS)  that 
every  independent  Prince  was  bound  to  profecute  the  war,  h6wever 
unwilling,  while  a  majority  of  the  empire  were  in  favoorof  the  war. 
This  law  was  as  binding  on  all  the  powers  of  the  empire  as  a  ma- 
jority in  Parliament  was  ujwn  this  country,  and  would  be  as  well 
inforced  if  power  were  equal  to  right.  Upon  the  queftion  of  the 
probability  that  the  Emperor  would  fulfil  his  engagements  with  us, 
liis  LordHiip  confeflcd  he  entertained  but  little  doubt.  Had  His 
Imperial  Majefty  no  intcreftin  recovering  Flanders,  and  all  the  ter- 
ritories v'hich  the  French  had  taken  from  him  P^Had  we  no  intc- 
reft  in  confiniDg  France  to  her  ancient  limits  ?  Was  it  not  the  irtte- 
reft  of  all  ei^ablifhed  powers  of  Europe  that  Flanders  and  Holland 
(hould  be  reftorcd  to  their  former  condition,  and  fubjedl  to  the  fame 
power  which  they  acknowledged  previous  to  the  commencement  of 
the  war  ?  Thefe  points  appeared  fo  clear  to  him,  that  it  was  fufficicnif 
merely  to  mention  them.  The  prefent  loan  was  for  the  purpofe  of 
profecuting  the  war  with  vigour,  and  he  truftcd  that  our  efforts  would 
be  attended  with  fuccefs.  \  As  to  the  plan  of  the  campaign,  he  ap- 
prehended, that  no  pradtical  utility  could  arife  from  any  attempt  to 
difcufs  it  in  public ;  much  of  its  merit  mufv  confift  in  its  prefent  fe- 
crecy.  In  ^vcry  point  of  view  which  he 'was  capable  of*placing  the 
prefent  meafure,  the  noble  Earl  faid'he  faw  it  a  wife  and  prudent 
one,  and  therefore  it  had  his  hearty  affent.  Lord  Mansfield  faid, 
that  he  would  clofc  with  that  calm,  fixed,  and  deliberate  opinion 
with  which  he  had  commenced  the  prefent  and  feveral  preceding 
fcfTions— that  this  was  a  war  for  the  prefcrvation  of  order,  govern-^ 
ment,  and  civilized  foclety,  that  it  was  a  war  in  the  ctufe  of  huma- 
nity, in  which  every  man  had  a  right  to  fay  to  his  neighbour,  ^*  This 
is  my  war,  and  it  ought  to  be  yours." 

The  Earl  of  GUILFORD  faid,  that  if  the  prefent  was  a  war 
neceflary  for  the  prefcrvation  of  thofe  objc(5is  defcribed  by  ihe  noble 
Lord,  the  probability  was,  that  we  muft  foon  bid  farewell  to  order, 
government,  and  civilized  focicty.  Tiie  noble  Lords  had  argued, 
that  it  was  a  war  fo  fuperemincntly  connected  with  the  interefts  of 
this  country, '  as  if  we  alcne  ought  to  bear  all  the  expence  of  carry- 
ing it  on.  They  at  the  famp  time  attempted  to  juflify  this  meafure 
pf  the  loan  to  tlic  Emperor,  on  the  ground  that  it  was  attended  with 
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no  poffible  rifque  to  this  Goantry*     After  the  experience  of  the  inr 

efficacy  of  the  fubfidy  to  the  King  of  Pruffia,  and  the  ufekfs  ex- 
penditure of   1,200,0001.  of  die  public  money^  he  ibould  have 
thought,  that  Minifters  would  have  been  on  their  guard  not  to  fall 
into  a  Qmilar  fcrnpc.     But  the  prefent  was  a  meafure  even  of  Icfs 
caution  tlian  the  Pruflian  fnbfidy,  fmcc  there  was  no  ppffibility  of 
fufpcnding  the  payment  of  the  fuip,  though  the  obje<S  for  which  it 
was  granted  ilwul  J  not  be  fulfilled.     What  was  the  engagement  of 
the  Emperor  to  bring  into  tlic  field  during  the  prefenc  campaign 
200,000  men,  and  as  many  more  as  he  Could  ?     Thde  were  cx- 
prcflions,  after  his  declaration  ta  the  whole  of  Europe,  of  his  ina- 
bility to  make  farther  exertions,  and  die  notoriety  of  his  infolvcncy, 
he  thought,  were  dearly  bought  at  the  price  of  four  rnillions  fix  hun- 
dred thoufand  pounds,    the  whole  burden  of  which  was  likely  to 
fall  upon  the  diftreffcd  and  deluded  people  of  dus  countr)\     What 
was  the  danger  wliich  was  fuppofed  panicularly  to  threaten  tliis  coun- 
try, and  which  the  war  was  intended  to  avert  P     The  propagation 
of  PVench  principles.     This  danger,  he  would  have  fuppofed,  was 
not  to  be  apprehended  in  a  country  like  diis,  enjoying  liberty,  pof- 
fcfling  every  advantage,  and  furniflicd  with  the  meai^  of  rcfifiing 
oppreiTioq.     Such  a  danger  he  (hould  think  more  to  be  dreaded  in 
countries  fuch  as  Aufiria  and  Bohemia,    where  the  fovereign  was 
flated  to  have  the  power  of  carrying  on  a  war  contrary  to  die  general 
fcnfe  of  his  fubjcds.     As  to  the  energy  to  be  derived  to  the  ope^- 
tions  of  the  war  from  this  mcafure  of  the  loan,  if  the  enciigy  of  the 
Auflrians  had  failed  even  in  the  hciglu  of  their  power,  could  it  in 
their  prefent  exhaufted  ftate  he  expected  to  be  roufed  by  a  furo  of 
four  millions  fix  hundred  thoufand  pounds  ?     What  had  been  their 
.  energy  in  former  campaigns?     He  wifticd  that  a  noble  Lord  had 
been  prefent  in  that  Houfe  to  ftate,  that  to  their  fupinencfs  had  been 
owing  tlic  lofs  of  Toulon.     He  wi(hed  that  an  illuftrious  pcrfonage, 
at  the  head  of  the  army,  was  prefent  to  ftate,  that  to  their  (ufHnene& 
alfo  had  been  owing  the  fubjugation  of  Flanders.     It  was  xmpofli- 
blc  for  him  not  to  advert  to  a  myfterious  cxprcflion  of  a  noble  Lord 
(Grenvillc,)  that  it  was  not  to  be  expefted  that  the  Emperor  would 
be  guilty  of  a  breach  of  faidi  at  a  dme  when  he  had  fo  many  reafons 
to  keep  well  with  this  country,     Myfterious  expreflions  he  had  al- 
ways found  to.be  the  forerunner  of  great  calamities,  and  he  fliud- 
dercd  at  the  contemplation,  of  the  new  ongagenaents  which  the  coun- 
try might  be  broiight  uncicrr  by  fume  treaty  now  going  forward,  lb 
wliich  he  fuppofed  the  noble  Lord  might  allude.  ^ 

Lord  HAWKESEURY  faid,  he  differed  moft  materially  £rum 
the  noble  Earl,  both  with  refpcel  to  his  opiniun  of  the  war  in  go- 
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neral,  and  as  to  the  propriety  of  this  particular  meafurcH    He  con- 
ceived that  the  debate  had  tumea  principally  upon  two  points ;  firft, 
as  to  the  policy  of  continuing  the  war,  and  fecomdly,  as  to  the  pro- 
priety of  adopting  the  meafure  now  under  their  Lordihips'  confide- 
ration.     Upon  both  of  thefc  points  he  (hould  take  the>Iiberty  of  in- 
truding for  a  few  minutes  on  the  attention  of  their  Lordfhips.     He 
fhould  not  now  take  up  tlieir  Lordftiips'  time,  by  entering  Into  a 
difcuflion  of  what  were  the  caufes  of  the  war ;  the  opinion  of  their 
Lordfhips  had  been  frequeotly  taken  upon  that  point ;  but  he  (hould 
confine  himfclf  merely  •  to  the  queftion,  whether  we  ought  or  ought 
not  to  continue  the  war  ?   It  had  always  betn  a  maxim,  invariably 
adhered  to  by  the  greatcft  Statefmen  this  country  every  prdduccd,  not 
to  fufFer  any  Powers  in  Europe  (and  more  particularly  the  French) 
to  gain  fuch  an  afcendancy  in  Europe,  as  might  endanger  the  fafety 
of  the  other  States.     This  was  a  propofition  which  did  not  want 
the  fanftion  of  great  names  to  enforce  it ;  it  carried  convklion  upon 
the  face  of  it.      If  then  this  was  admitted,  the  only  queftion  to  be 
conlidcred  was,  whether  France  had  at  tliis  moment  acquired  fuch 
a  degree  of  power  as  was  incompatible  with  the  lYitereft,  or,  to  fpeak 
more  properly,  with  the  fafety  of  Europe  ?    In  anfwer  to  this  quef- 
tion, he  requeued  their  Lordfhips  to  refled^,  that  France  was  at  thi« 
tinfie  in  pofleflion  of  Holland,  of  the  Auftrian  Netherlands,  and 
nearly  of  three  Elefloratcs  of  the  Empire,  cxclufive  of  the  territo- 
ries of  ibme  petty  Princes,  which  he  did  not  think  ncccffary  to  men- 
tion.    It  ufed  formerly  to  be  held  as  an  indifputaMe  point,  that 
Flanders  fhould  be  in  the  poffeffion  of  Auftria,  as  a  barrier  to  tlic 
power  of  France ;  now  not- only  Flanders  but  Holland  was  added  to 
her  power.     By  the  poffeffion  of  the  latter,  (he  became  miftrefs  of 
a  number  of  ports,  which  would  enable  her- to  annoy  us  in  the  part 
where  our  naval  force  was  undoubtedly  the  weakeft.    If  fix)m  a  due 
coniideration  of  thefe  points,  it  was  clear  that  we  could  not  make  a 
peace  under  the  prefent  circumftanccs,  with  any  regard  to  the  future 
tranquillity  of  Europe,  or  the  fifety  of  Great  Britain,  he  woj^  fare 
it  would  not  be  denied  to  him  that  it  was  better  to  carry  on  the  war 
with  allies  than  without  them.     What  was  the  rearv)n  tbit  tJie  Ro- 
man empire  extended  itfclf  over  all  Europe,  and  indeed,  to  fpeak 
properly,  left  at  laft  but  one  power  in  the  world  r   It  was,  that  the 
other  powers  did  not  form  a  combination  among  thcmfelves  to  rdift, 
but  fell  lirulv  facriftccs  to  its  exorbitant  force.      It  was  exadllv  the 
fame  cafe  now  with  France ;  the  moft  ftrenuous  excrlions  were  nc- 
ccffary tooppofc  her;  and  if,  after  all  oppofition   (hould  be  fuuiil 
incltcctual,  he  h^pcd  that  Eng'ilhmcn  woidd  be  the  kiil  to  recc<lt 
fcooa  agijri'juj-oa.ci  ia  dc.ea-c  of  fecial  order. 
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The  next  point  which  had  been  dtfcufled  was^  as  to  the  propriety 
of  adopting  the  meafure  propofed  b^this  bill.  In  all  our  wars  with 
France,  the  neceflfity  of  a  Continental  alliance,  in  order  to  divert 
the  attention  and  force  of  the  enemy,  had  been  admitted  ;  and  the 
ufua]  mode  of  pnxruring  that  alliance  was  by  the  means  of  fubfidlcs. 
In  the  prefcnt  iiiftance,  the  cafe  was  materially  altered  in  our  fa- 
vour  ;  the  Emperor  did  not  demand  a  fubHdy  to  induce  him  to  carry 
on  the  war— he  felt  the  neceflity  of  profecutijig  it  vigoioufly,  and 
applied  to  us  not  for  a  fubiidy  but  for  a  loan.  He  wUhcd  to  put 
it  to  the  confideration  of  fuch  of  their  Lordfliips  as  admitted  the  pnv 
pricty  of  carrying  on  the  war,  whether  it  was  not  wife  for  this  coun- 
try, in  order  to  fccure  the  alTiAance  of  the  Emperor,  to  nin  the 
rifque  of  guaranteeing  this  loan  r  It  was  not  fair  to  (late  this  as  a 
queftion,  whether  this  country  was  to  be  burdened  with  a  laigp  fum 
to  cnaj:)le  the  Emperor  to  carry  oh  the  war  ;  for  he  confidered  the 
.chance  we  ran  as  a  very  fmall  one,  notwithifanding  all  that  noble 
Lords  had  thought  proper  to  fay  of  the  faith  of  the  Princes  of  the 
Continent.  The  fccurity  given  by  the  Emperor  was  as  ftill  as  we 
could  defirc  ;  we  had,  in  the  firft  inftance,  his  hereditary  revenues ; 
we  had  befides  the  fecuricy  of  the  Bank  of  Vienna.  He  did  not  mean 
to  ftate  the  latter  as  a  fecurity  equal  in  point  of  validity  to  the  Bank 
of  England,  but,  on  the  other  hand,  it  w*as  not  fo  infccure  as  had 
been  reprefented.  But  above  all^  we  had  the  advantage  of  the 
Emperor's  hitcrcft  ftridlly  to  adhere  to  the  terms  of  the  loan.  It 
was  very  well  known  that  none  of  the  European  Princes  now  carried 
on  a  war  by  means  of  their  regular  revenues  ;  they  were  always  ob- 
liged to  anticipate  their  revenues  by  meails  of  loans— but  if  the 
Emperor  (houid  violate  his  engagements  with  us,  he  would  put  it 
out  of  his  power  hereafttr  to  have  recourfe  to  futh  means  of  defence. 
Upon  the  whole,  therefore,  it  appeared  to  him,  that  the  rifque  wc 
ran  was  fmall,  and  the  probable  advantage  great,  and  therefore  he 
Ihould  give  his  fupport  to  the  bill. 

The  Earl  of  DERBY  faid,  that  if  the  war  was  to  be  continued 
till  Flanders  and  Holland  were  recovered  from*  the  power  of  the 
French,  and  the  loan  was  granted. to  the  Emperor  to  enable  him 
to  carr^  on  the  war  for  that  purpofe,  it  would  not  be  contended 
that  'tfns  was  the  only  loin  which  would  be  wanted  :  as  loon  as  the 
four  millions  fix  hundred  thoufand  pounds  had  been  e^^hau'^cd,  a 
fre(h  advance  to  the  iLmperor  would  become  nxeflary.  W3S  this 
then  to  be  made  a  precedent  for  graining  fimil^u*  loans  to  the  Empe- 
ror in  future  years  ?  He  conlidcrcd  that  the  great  objedt  to  whicli 
we  had  to  look  was  the  internal  defence  of  the  country.     Every 

m 

fum  employed  for  fuch  a  purpofe  as  the  prefcnt  was  fomcthing  takeo 
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from  our  rcfonrccs.  And  what  would  be  our  fituation,  if,  at  laft, 
"when  our  means  were  exhaufted,  we  (houM  find  ourftivcs  com- 
pelled to  look  to  this  objeA  of  internal,  defence  ?  Every  guiniea 
drained  from  the  national  purfe  weakened  our  ultimate  hopes  of  fe- 
curity.  The  prcfent  war  he  had  always  confidered  as  a  mad  pro- 
ject ;  and,  in  his  opinion,  the  fooner  we  got  out  of  a  mad  projedl 
Che  better. 

Lord  SYDNEY  expreffcd  himfelf  as  anxious  for  a  peace  as  artjr 
man  in  that  Houfe  ;  but  much  as  he  wifhed   for   fo  defirable  an 
event,  he  would  rather  continue  in  a  ftate  of  war,  than  conclude  a 
peace  which  had  no  appearance  of  durability.     Did  noble  Lords, 
when  they  were  prefling  their  arguments  for  a  peace,  confider  whc-^ 
thcr  it  was  pofllbie  to  attain  it  or  not  ?  He  very  much  doubted  that 
fa<£t ;  and  if  he  looked  to  the  fpeeches  and  proclamations  in  France, 
he  faw  no  fymptoms  of  any  dclire  of  negociations  with  us.     His 
Lordfhip  enlarged  on  the  hoftility  which  the  French,  in  the  prefent 
war,  had  difcoveredto  this  country  ;  a  proof  of  which  was  the  me- 
morable expreffion  ufed  in  the  Convention,  Deknda  efl  Carthago  f 
and  their  conlbint  cry,  "  Peace  with  all*  other  countries,  but  war, 
eternal  war,  with  the  Englifh."     He  would  not  wi(h  this  country 
to  ftand  alone  in  the  conteft,  or  to  profecute  the  war  without  the 
co-operation  of  allies.     The  cry  againQ  Continental  alliances  had 
firft  been  circulated  in  this  country,  at  tlie  period  of  the  difgraceful 
peace  of  Utrecht.  He  would  not  be  worthy  of  the  blood  that  flowed 
in  his  veins,  if  he  did  not  give  to  that  peace  the  epithet  difgracefuL 
Swift  and  BoHngbroke,  in  their  writings,  inculcated  the  fctitiment 
that  this  country  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  Continent,  in  order  to 
depreciate  thofe  glorious  vidlories  which  had  been  gained  during  the 
war,  though  nothing  could  be  more  falfc  than  fuch  a  fcntiment. — • 
His  Lordfhip  here  quoted  the  paflTage  from  General  Dumourier,  in 
which  he  praifes  the  neutrality  fo  longobfcrvcd  by  this  country,  and 
the  wifdom  of  thofe  inftruftions  tranfmitted  by  Minifters  to  the  Am- 
bailador  at  Paris,  and  afcribes  the  war  to  the  folly  of  Briflbt,  and 
the  atrocity  of  the  murder  of  the  King. 

Minifters  had  been  cenfured  fordifmiflfing  Monf.  Chauvelin  in  a 
manner  unworthy  of  a  man  filling  the  charaftcr  of  an  Ambaffardor. 
He  believed,  that  at  the  time  that  gentleman  was  font  over  here,  it 
was  intended  to  have  fent  over  the  Hi  (hop 'of  Autun  ;  but  he  being  a 
Member  of  the  Conftitucnt  Affcmbly,  could  not  come  over,  and 
therefore  they  fent  over  Le  petit  Chauvelin y  as  they  called  him,  as 
his  fubftitute.  Of  this  gentleman  he  had  heard  the  following  anec- 
dote, viz.  "  Chauvelin  was  at  a  houfe,  when  one  of  rhe  Princof 
ef  the  Blood  happened  to  enter :  his  Roval  Highnefs  feeing  Chauv#» 
Vox-.  XLII.  4  A  ' 
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lin>  immedlatsly,  ¥rUh  great  propriety,  ittlyn],"  when  the  lattrr 
exclaimedf  ''  The  Houfe  of  Brunfwick  Vfra  bom  always  to  ran 
b^fi>re  the  French."  His  Lordfhip  then  pntcreded  (o  contend,  that 
if  thofc  Lords  who  were  ag^nft  the  war  were  to  fuoeoed  in  driving 
the  Minifters.to  make  peace,  that  they  would  be  die  ftriAeft  and 
mod  minute  critics  in  examining  it.  There,  was  no  .necef&ty  of  go- 
ing very  far  back  into  hiftory  to  find  an  example  to  prove  that  pio- 
pofition.  His  Lordlbip  concluded  with  giving  his  entire  fupporc  to 
the  motion. 

The  Earl  of  GUILFORD  faid,  that  if  the  French  had  adopted 
the  fentiment,  that  Carthage  was  to  be  deftroyed,  Miqiftcrs,  by  dw 
condudt  which  they  adopted,  had  made  this  country  a  Carthage,  and 
engaged  it  in  a  canted  which  involved  its  exigence.  They  had 
toiverted  the  war  from  a  war  for  the  fiifety  of  Holland  into  a  war 
for  the  prefervation  of  order,  government,  and  civilized  fodety. 
He  was  happy  to  hear  one  fentiment  of  the  noble  Lord  who  had 
fpokcn  laft,  that  he  would  not  wi(h  this  country  to  continue  the  wrar 
without  alliance.  If  Minifters  were  to  adopt  this  fentiment,  he 
conceived  that  in  the  prefent  afpedl  of  things  on  the  Continent  the 
probability  of  our  continuing  the  war  much  longer  wasgrcady  dimi- 
nifbed. 

Lord  GREN  VILLE  faid,  he  did  not  d)ink  he  fhould  have  been 
under  the  neceflity  of  troubling  their  Lordihips  any  more  upon  this 
fubjed,  particularly  after  the  full  and  convincing  manner  in  whidi 
it  had  been  argued  by  his  noUe  friends ;  but  as  this  was  probably 
the  laft  time  this  feflion  that  he  fhould  have  an  oppprtunity  of  dif- 
cufling  this  fubje6l,  he  wifticd  to  advert  to  one  or  two  points,  which 
he  was  anxious  fhould  not  he  mifreprefented  to  their  Lordfhips  nor 
to  the  Public.  The  noble  Lords  had  recurred  to  their  old  chai^, 
of  our  being  the  aggreflbrs  in  the  war :  This  wax  a  fubje<S  which 
their  Lordfliips  had  decided  upon  fo  often,  that  he  was  aihamed  to 
take  up  their  Lordfhips'  time  in  faying  any  miore  upon  the  fubjed. 
One  authority,  however,  he  would  take  the  liberty  of  quoting,  and 
he  believed  that  fome  of  their  Lordfliips  would  not  eonfider  it  as  un- 
important, and  that  was,  the  authority  of  Monf.  BriiTot  \  he  openly 
declared  in  a  pamphlet,,  that  he  cng-^tged  the  country  in  a  war  with 
England,  for  the  purpofc  of  cementing  the  revolution.  But  it  had 
been  faid,  that  if  we  were  not  the  aggreflbrs  in  the  war,  at  lead  the 
Emperor  and  the  King  of  Pruffia  were,  by  entering  into  the  treaty 
of'Pilnitx.  [Vide  Dcbrctt\s  State  Papers,  Vol.  I.  page  2.]  Hcr^ 
aj^in  he  muft  beg  tofct  noble  Lords  right  in  point  of  h&.  When 
the  mild  and  amiable  Sovereign  of  France,  Louis  XVIth,  bad 
nearly  efFc<flcd  a  pacification  with  ^e  Empcrori  fome  tinve  after  the 
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treaty  of  Klnitz  was  done  away^  his  efforts  were  diwarted  by  Mf . 
Briflfoc  anfl  his  part]^ ;  hi$  Minifter  torn  from  him  ;  and  he  himfetf 
warc00i^Ued  to  go  down  to  the  National  Aflembly,  and  declare  waf 
againft  Auftria  and  PrtiflTia.  Mr.  Briflbt  does  not  ftop  here,  but 
gpes  on  boldly  to  avow  the  diabolical  purpofe  of  his  heart :  He  fays, 
"  I  forefaw  the  difficulties  which  the  King  muft  be  involved  in  by  i 
war  with  Auftria,  and  that  it  would  ultimately  lead  to  his  ruin,  and 
therefore  I  forced  him  to  it."  Could  any  noble  Lordj  after  this, 
contend  that  Auftria  or  Pruflia,  much  lefs  England,  were  the  agref'* 
fi)rs  in  this  war  ?  on  the  contrary,  it  muft  be  evident  that  we  wer#  . 
driven  into  it,  by  the  unprovoked  perfidy  of  the  French. 
The  Houfe  then  divided. 

Contents         -  33     Proxies         -  27 — 60 

Not-Contents  9     Proxies  —         3 — la 

Majority  for  the  bill  48 

Monday y   2  2d  yune. 

Lord  GRENVILLE  moved  the  order  of  the  day,  for  the  fecon(| 
reading  of  the  bill  for  enabling  His  M^jefiy  to  fettle  an  eftabliftmenf 
to  his  Royal  Highnefs  the  Prince  of  Wales,  to  make  provifion  for 
the  liquidation  of  his  debts,  &c. 

The  Ear-1  of  LAUDERDALE  called  their  Lordftiips*  attention 
to  the  fubjed  of  Vhich  he  had  given  notice,  he  meant  the  putting 
ecrtain  queftions  to  the  Judges,  with  regard  to  matter  involved  in 
the  prefent  bilL  This  appeared  to  him  to  be  abfolutcly  neceflary, 
in  every  view  he  could  take  of  it.  Whether  it>was  contidered  as  a 
meafure  which  vtrould  occaiion  the  laying  of  new  taxes  on  the  people, 
or  as  a  duty  their  Lordfhips  owed  to  their  Sovereign,  to  the  Prince, 
or  to  themfelves,  it  was  fuch  as  required  the  greateft  caution,  for- 
mality, and  deliberation.  It  had  once  been  underftood,  that  any 
^eer  of  Parliament  might,  of  his  own  accord,  call  for  the  attend 
ance  of  the  Judges,  in  order  that  their  Lordfhips  might  be  put  in 
pofief&onof  the  opinion  of  thofe  learned  men  before  they  decided  on 
any  matter  which  involved  any  thing  of  a  queftion  of  law ';  but  he 
knew  this  dodirine  would  noM'  be  difputed,  and  th^eforc  before  he 
CG\x\d  expert  to  have  the  afliftance  of  thofe  learned  characters  in  that 
Houfe,  he  muft  ftate  his  reafons  for  defiring  it.  He  could  not, 
however,  fee  how^their  Lordlhips  could  juftly  relift  the  propofition 
which  he  intended  to  fubmit  to  tliem.  The  fubjed  which  it  was  his 
c^jcA  to  difcufs  now,  was,  the  right  of  the  King  to  the  proceeds 
of  the  eftatc  of  the  Dutchy  of  Cornwall.  Upon  this  queftion,  or 
rather  on  the  quel^en  of  the  right  of  the  Prince  to  that  pFopcrty, 
ft  very  high  authority  in  another  pluce  had  expreftcd  an  opinioQ  on 
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thc*We(incfdayi  of  which,  on  the  Friday  following,  he  had  cxprcf- 
fcd  a  doubt.    This  of  itfclf  appeared  to  the  noble  Earl  to  be  ground 
fufEcient  for  their  Lordihips  to  call  on  the  Judges  for  their  opinion. 
His  duty  as  a  Peer  of  I^arliament  called  on  liim  to.aik  their  Lord- 
ihips to  proceed  in  this  formal  and  folemn  manner,  although  be 
confefTed  it  was  to  him  no  very  pleafant  tafk,  for  he  was  aware  that 
for  an  unlearned  man  to  bring  forward  quedions  of  law  in  that  Houfe, 
was  to  expofe  himfelf  to  great  danger.     It  was,  as  had  been  ob- 
fcrved  by  a  celebrated  charader,  like  playing  at  cudgels  in  a  toy- 
(hop.  But  as  mod  of  their  Lordihips,  although  of  enlightened  minds 
on  general  fabjcdls,  muA  be  like  him,  unlearned  men  with  regard 
to  legal  diftin(5lions,  he  thought  the  bed  method  they  could  do  was 
to  call  in  the  aid  of  the  Judges,  in  order  that  they  might  not  be  af- 
terwards liable  to  the  reflcdlion,  that  they  had  proceeded  on  a  fub- 
jcdt  which  they  did  not  clearly  undcrihnd.    On  the  queftion  of  the 
right  of  the  Prince  of  Wales  to  the  proceeds  of  the  Dutchy  of  Corn- 
wally  it  was  not  neceffary  for  him  to  enter  much  ac  large.     That 
right  he  apprehended  to  be  acknowledged  by  the  A6t  of  Eldward  III. 
and  by  fubfequent  legal  determinations,  .many  of  which  his  Lord- 
(hip  touched  Upon.     It  might  be  unneceiTary  perhaps  to  (hew,  diat 
as  this  bill  involved  a  queftion  of  law,  the  opinion  of  tlie  Judges 
ought  to  be  taken  on  it,  for  he  faw  no  diftindion  which  could  de- 
prive the  Prince  of  any  right  which  would  belong  to  ajiy  fubjedt 
with  regard  to  the  inheritance  of  his  eibite.     He  could  not  furely 
be  faid  tO'poffcfs  lefs  advantsigc  tlran  any  other  individual  with  re- 
gard to  th«  protection  of  pn^rty :  and  with  regard  to  the  idea  that 
the  Dutchy  pf  Cornwall  did  belong  to  the  Prince,  he  confefTed  ht 
had  never  heard  an  argument  that  wore  even  the  appearance  of  plau- 
iibility :  if  any  of  their  Lordfhips  difiered  from  him  upon  that  point* 
this  would  be  an  additional  reafon  for  callijig  on  the  Judges  to  de- 
liver  their  opinion.  It  had  been  faid  that  the  revenue  of  tlie  Dutchj 
of  Cornwall  muft  always  be  employed  to  fupport  the  dignity  of  the 
Prince  of  Wales.     That  after  his  Royal  Highnefs  became  of  age^ 
'  and  when  an  cftablifhmcnt  was  to  be  fettled  upon  him,  he  was  ready 
and  moil  wliling  to  allow  his  dignity  ought  to  be  fupported ;  but  lie 
wanted  to  know  whnt  was  to  be  undcrdood  tobetheftatcanddignitT 
of  an  infant  (   In  fuch  a  lituation  he  could  fee  nothing  applicable  to 
him  but  care  and  attention,  and  that  appeared  to  be  the  caiib  with 
refpeft  to  his  Royal  Highnefs  during  his  minority.     Here  his  Lord- 
Ihip  proccccicd  to  fii*^w  from  the  23d  of  Henry  VI.  that  at  that  time 
the  Dutchy  of  Cornwall  was  undcrflood  to  be  the  property  of  the 
Prince,  for  Parliament  paffcd  that  very  a«S  to  allow  the  Kii^  to.rc- 
Cwive  the  proceeds  of  the  Dutchy  on  conoition  of  his  allowing;  ^1^*' 
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menty  &c.  to  the  Prince^  until  he  fliould  arrive  at  the  age  of  1 4  years. 
He  did  not  mentiop  thde  things  with  a  view  of  calling  on  the  Houfe 
to  determine  the  quefiion  now  \  he  called  for  no  difcuflion ;  he  onlf 
afked  their  JLordfhips  to  take  the  opinion  of  learned  men  upon  the 
fubjedt,  to  whom  they  had  the  power  of  reforting  whenever  Ifaey 
thought  fit.  He  might  be  tdd,  that  as  there  "was  a  legal  right  in 
the  Prince  of  Wales  to  the  Dutchy  pf  Cornwall,  the  law  of  the  land 
was  open  to  him  ;  fuppoHng  that  to  be  true,  he  would  call  on  the 
Houftp  to  coniider  the  iituation  of  the  Prince  and  of' the  Sovereign, 
and  to  inquire  whether  this  mode  df  averting  his  right  was  deiirable^ 
on  whedicr  that  Houfe  (hould  not  have  the  opinion  of  the  Judges 
before  they  proceeded  on  this  bill.  If  there  was  any  difficulty  in 
ihe  way  of  his  Royal  Highnefs,  he  was  fure  that  cpniidering  all 
the  circumftances,  none  of  his  creditors  would  be  bold  enough  to 
make  the  claim  for  him,  and  therefore  he  trufled  their  Lordfliips 
would,  upon  rcfleiSHon,  fee  the  propriety  of  calling  for  the  opinion 
of  the  Judges  upon. this  fubjedt,  and  he  did  not  think  there  was  a 
man  Jn  that  Houfe  who  would  think  he  had  done  his  duty,  and 
lay  his  hand  upon  his  heart,  and  fay  fo,  if  he  did  not  call  for  thaC 
kgal  aflidance  which  the  great  body  of  their  Lordfhips  muft  {land  in 
need  of  upon  tins  fubje(5t ;  for  they  ought  to  know  before  they  pro- 
ceeded .on  fuch  a  biU  as  this,  what  were  the  real  funds  of  his  Rojral 
Highnefs.  He  (hould  therefore  move,  "  That  the  Judges  do  attend 
the.  Houfe  on  Wedhefday  next,  to  hear  certain  queftions  to  be  dated 
to  them  upon  this  fubjeil.''  Should  the  Houfe  agree  to  this,  he 
(hould  then  have  fourqucllions  to  put  to  the  Judges,  to,  the  follow- 
ing purpofe : 

Firft — "  What  eftate  has  his  Royal  Highnels  the  Prince  of  Walcp 
in  the  Dutchy  of  Cornwall  r" 

Secondly — **  When  did  that  eftate  veft  in  him  ?" 

Thirdly —-<<  At  what  period  did  he  become  endtled  to  receive  die 
property  r" 

Fourthly—**  Was  the  King  endtled  to  receive  the  proceeds  of 
the  Dutchy  of  Cornwall  to  his  own  ufe  without  rendering  an  account 
to  the  Prince,  in  confideration  of  his  having  maintained  his  Royal 
Highnefs  during  his  minority  T* 

T'he  Earl  of  MOIRA  faid,  he  wUhed  his  noble  friend  to  with- 
draw  his  modcMi,  but  not  from  any  opinion  that  his  Ro^  Highne& 
was  not  entitled  to  all  the  arrears  of  the  Dutchy  of  Cornwall ;  on. 
the  contrary,  he  thought  his  Royal  Highnefs  entitled  to  every  (hilling 
of  it  from  his  birth,  as  much  as  he  was  endtled  to  his  own  eftate 
at  this  moment ;  but,  as  had  been  ftated  when  the  fubjed  of  the 
4'ebts  of  bif  Royal  Highnefs  was  agitated  fume  years  ago,.-  he  had  a 
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jcmedy  at  law.    As  to  the  idea  of  any  difrefpe£k  accompanjdi^  the 
afieition  of  the  dainiy  he  owned  he  did  not  fee  it>  nor  after  all  that 
had  happened^  could  he  conceive  it  poflfible  lo  entertain  juilljr  anjr 
fuch  idoiy  as  all  the  grounds  of  delicacy  upon  this  fubjed  were  now 
entirely  done  away«  for  it  had  been  alledgedy  that  the  whole  of  the 
income  of  the  Dutchy  of  G}rnwall  had  been  applied,  to  public  pur- 
poteSf  and  that  iSone  of  it  had  gone  into  the  coffers  of  His  Majefly. 
It  was  dear»  dierefbre,  that  his  Royal  Highnefs  had  a  rig^.      It 
was  pretty  nearly  as  clear,  that  it  was  a  fobjcd  not  fir  at  prefcnt  to 
be  decided  in  the  Houfe  of  Lords.     Thet)ue{Hon  then  was.  What 
loade  (hould  his  Royal  Highnds  adopt  to  profccute  his  claim  i  To 
this  he  would  anfwer,  by  a  fuit  in  the  Court  of  Chancery.     He 
eiiuld  not  think  that  Minifters  would  be  to  illiberal  as  to  throw  any 
obftades  in  th^  way.    If  the  determination  fliould  happen  to  be  ad- 
Yerfe  to  the  intcreft  of  his  Royal  Hig^elsy  he  could  come  to  that 
Houfe  by  appeal.     They  (hould  not  now  obftrud  the  progreft  of 
the  law.     They  (hould  fay  to  the  Prince,  **  Try  your  right  as  an 
individual.     If  the  decilion^  (hould  be  adverfe,  the  higheft  Cooit 
ill  the  kingdom  is  open  to  you ;  bring  forward  your  appeal  to  the 
Houfe  of  Lords."     Then  would  come  with  propriety,  a  queffion 
to  the  judges.     If  there  was  in  the  bill  now  hdort  the  Houfe  mf 
provifion  that  would  embarrafs  Ae  profecutbn  of  this  claim,  he 
fliould  agree  with  the  noble  Earl  in  putting  thefe  queftions  to  A& 
judges ;  but  there  was  no  fuch  thing,  and  therefbkc  he  thought  the 
iiy>tion  improper  at  this  time.     He  had  not  the  honour  of  being 
commanded  by  the  Prince  ,to  fay  iny  thing  upon  this  fubjefi  as  to 
his  Wiflies  up«n  it ;  but  he  believed  that  his  Royal  Highnefs  never 
had  any  idea  of  claiming  thefe  arrears,  but  fo  far  as  to  render  them 
applicable  to  the  difcharge  of  his  debtis.     If  the  arrears  themfdves 
were  to  be  decided  upon  as  belonging  of  right  to  hi^  "Royal  H'^hnafs, 
it  mufl[  become  a  queition,  what  money  was  due  to  his  Royal  High- 
nefs ?  and  that  could  be  decided  only  in  a  Court  of  Chancery.    He 
would  repeat,  that  if  the  decifion  in  that  Court  ihould  be  againft  bis 
Royal  Highnefs,  he  could  then  appesd  to  that  Houfe.     Under  thefe 
impreflions  he  hoped  the  noble  Earl  would  wididraw  his  motion. 

The  Duke  of  CLARENCE  obfervcd,  that  dus  v«  noc  at  aU 
a  political  qiieRion :  if  it  were,  he  (hould  not  have  faid  any  thing 
upon  it^  He  (aid,  a  friendfiiip  had  fubfifted  between  him  and  hii  * 
lUiyal  biodier,  the  Prince  of  Wales,  and,  he  trufiedan  Qod,  wodd 
Qontihttc  as  long  as  thiey  lived ;  but  he  Was  not  diredled  by  his  bio* 
tfaer  to  take  iiny  part  in  this,  as  a  party  queftion.  He  had  no  doubtt 
Aat,  if  a  claim  was  inftituted  i»-the  Court  of  Chancery,  every  tWng 
that  was  candid  and  liberal  wouM  be  obfervcd  on  the  part  of  ISi 
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Majefly's  Mhitftors.  His  Royal  Hi^ncfs  then  read  A  part  of  Hii 
Majefty*s  meflbge  to  Parliament  for  an  eftabliihment  to  the  Prince 
of  Walcs»  Now,  if  it  (hould  appear  that  the  Diitchy  of  Corn- 
vmll  really  belonged  to  the  Prince,  he  would  then  be  able  to  pay^ 
out  of  his  own  property,  all  the  debts  he  had  contr?.£ted  fince  hia 
former  incumbrances  had  been  fo  generoufly  dircharged  by  Farli« 
anient ;  in  which  cafe  this  bill  would  be  unneceiTary.  Here  bia 
Royal  Highnefs  entered  into  fome  tralcuUtions  on  the  arrears  of  the 
Dutchy  of  0>rnwall,  to  (hew  the  amount  of  them. 

l/ord  THURLO W  obfervcd,  that  the  prefcnt  motion  was  unne« 
ceflary,  and  a  little  irregular.  There  was  no  diftind  quefiion  be- 
fore their  Lordfbips,  in  the  bill  before  them,  that  called  for  any 
afliftance  on  a  point  of  law  with  regard  to  the  Dutchy  of  Cornwall* 
The  right  of  the  Prince  to  the  Dutchy  of  Cornwall  was-a  queftioQ 
on  which  mod  perfons  who  had  read  any  thing  upon  the  fubjed» 
had  formed  fome  opinion ;  but  there  was  nothing  in  the  bill  that 
tended  to  <)ecide  any  diing  upon  that  right,  and  therefore  there  was 
no  neceflity  of  aiking  the  Judges  any  qucftion  upon  the  fubje<ft«  If 
there  had  been  a  diftind  provifion  in  the  bill  refpediiig  that  rights 
it  might  thien  be  proper  to  confider  whether  any  and  what  que(Hon 
fliouldbe  put  to  the  Judges  ;  but  he  faw  no  way  in  which  thefe  dry 
and  abftrafl  qucftions  could  be  pertinently  put  to  them  in  the  courfe 
of  the  difcufllori  of  this  bill,  infomuch  as  it  did  not  contain  any 
declaration  whatever  on  the  right  to  the  Dutchy  of  Cornwall. 

The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE  was  not  convinced  of  the  im- 
propriety of  his  motion  by  any  thing  he  l\ad  heard  in  oppolition  to 
It.  He  obfcrved,  amongft  other  arguments,  that  thj^was  a  bill 
for  liquidating  the  debts  of  his  Royal  Highnefs.  .^^hat  illuftrious 
Prince  had,  like  many  others,  when  young,  fpcnt  fome  money, 
improvidcntly  perhs^ps  ;  but  furcly  it  was  not  improper  for  the 
Public  to  know  whether  it  was  their  money  or  his  own  he  had  dif- 
fipated :  which  it  would  be  iifipofliblc  to  know  until  the  queftion  of 
his  right  to  the  Dutchy  of  Cornwall  was  afcertaincd. 

The  Earl  of  Lauderdale  moved,  that  the  25  th  Standing  Order 
of  the  Houfc  (hould  be  read  by  the  Clerk.  The  Standing  Order 
^as,  that  there  (hould  be  no  difcuDion  upon  any  Bill  of  Supply,, 
which  contained  any  claufc  foreign  to,  or  different  from,  the  matter 
of  the  bill. 

The  Earl  of  Lauderdale  affirmed,  that  the  bill  for  granting  an 
cftabliihment  to  the  Prince,  came  piecifcly  under  this  defcription. 
What  could  be  more  foreign  to  the  matter  of  fuch  a  bill,  than  re^ 
gulations  for  taking  away  a  certain  part  of  the  income  oF  his  Royal 
Highnefs:    Could  any' two  things  be  more  inconliftcnt  than  giving 
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with  one  hand,  and  taking  away  with  the  other  ?  •  The  Houfc  dicrc- 
fortj  confidently  with  their  (landing  order,  were  bouild  to  rejed, 
ibc  bill. 

Lord  GREN  VILLE  ftated  that  Ac  bill  was  pcrfcftly  confiftcnt ; 
it  was  a  bill  for  granting  an  eftablirhment  to  his  Royal  Highnefs, 
and  regulating  his  expenditure,  and  nothing  more  was  introduced, 
but  what  was  (Iridilly  appertaining  to  thofe  objects.  He  instanced 
tfie  cafe  wh^re  a  bill  liad  b%n  brought  in  for  paying  the  debt  on  the 
civil  lift,  and  in  like  manner  regulating  its  future  expenditure. 

The  Earl  of  LAUI5eRDALE  faid,  that  if  the  Houfc  were  to 
admit  fuch  an  explanation,  the  effect  would  be  to  render  their 
ftanding  order  perfedUy  nugatory.  It  might  always  be  faid,  that  a 
bill  was  for  fuch  and  fuch  purpoCes,  however  inconliAent  thefe  might 
be  with  one  another. 

Lord  GRENVILLE  moved  the  pf^er  of  the  day  for  the  fecond 
reading  of  the  Prince  of  Walcs*s,bill. 

The  Duke  of  BEDFORD  propofed,  that  the  fecond  reading 
fhould  be  put  off  for  a  day  or  two,  in  order  to  afibrd  their  Lord-. 
fliips  more  time  toconfider  the  principle  of  die  bill,  and  that  in  the 
mean  time,  the  bill  (hould  be  printed. 

The  Earl  of  Guilford,  the  Duke  of  Grafron,  and  the  Marquis 
of  Buckingham,  all  concurjcd  that  fo  many  claufcs  had  been  added 
to  the  bill  in  the  Commons,  and  the  copy  which  bad  been  read  to 
their  Lordihips  was  in  confcquence  fo  confufcd  and  intricate,  as  to 
render  fuch  a  proceeding  highly  eligible. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  faid  he  meant  to  have  moved 
jfcat  the  bill  fliould-  be  printed  'in  the  firft  inftance,  but  that  it  had 
been  fuggefted  to  him  that  it  did  not  come  under  the  defcription  of 
JblUs  ufualiy  printed. 

Lord  THURLOW  faid  that  he  did  not  conceive  that  the  rule 
for  not  printing  Bills  of  Supply  applied  to  the  prefent  bill. 

Lord  GRENVILLE  ftated  the  qucftion  involved  in  the  bill  to 
be  of  the  moft  grave  and  weighty  difcuflion,  and  that  whenever  it 
came  forward,  he  truftcd  that  it  would  be  treated  with  proper  can- 
dour, without  any  reference  to  party  coniiderations.  As  it  fcemcd 
lo  be  the  fcntiment  of  feveral  of  their  Lord(hips,  that  the  bill  (hould 
jbe  printed  previous  to  difcuiTmg  the  principle  on  the  fecond  ceading, 
he  for  his  part  had  no  objeflion. 

The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE  faid  diat  when  the  difcuflion 
came  forward,  he  (hould  have  much  to  cenfure  in  the  mode  of 
proceeding  wliich  had  been  adopted  by  Miniftcrs  on  this  oc* 
•afioA. 
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The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  printed,  and  to  be  read  a  fecond 
time  on  Wcdnefday* 

Tuefday^   23^  June. 

No  debate. 

IVedneJdajy    24/A  June. 

Lord  CHOLMONDELEY  ftatcd,  that  he  was  authorifcd  by 
his  Royal  Highnefs  to  fay,  "  That  he,  would  acqutefce  in  whatever 
meafures  the  wifdom  of  Parliament  might  think  fit  to  recom- 
mend." 

Lord  GREN  VILLE  moved  the  order  of  the  day  for  the  fecond 
reading  of  the  bill  granting  an  eftablifhmcnt  to  ^is  Royal  High- 
nefs. 

The  Duke  of  CLARENCE  faid,  that  having  ftatcd  on  a  former 
occafion,  that  h6  (hould  a£l  in  this  bufincfs  without  any  regard  to 
party,  he  now  rofe  to  deliver  his  fcntiments,  before  an  opportunity 
hid  been  afforded  to  noble  Lords  to  mingle  political  obfervations 
with  the  difcuflion.  Whatever  were  his  fentiments  with  refpc6t  t6 
the  bill,  whether  he  was  fatisfied  with  the  whole,  or  only  with  parts 
of  it,  he  ihould  certainly  vote  that  it  might  pafs.  Though  he  ob- 
jc6led  to  the  principle  of  the  bill,  there  were,  he  confeffcd,  parts 
of  it  which  met  ^ith  his  entire  approbation.  He  began  with  re- 
marking on  the  title  of  the  bill,  and  faid  he  fl^ould  chiefly  confine 
his  obfervations  to  that  part  of  it  which  related  to  the  provifion  to  bb 
made  for  the  payment  of  the  creditors.  It  naturally  and  properly 
became  an  object  to  grant  a  fuitable  eftablifliment  to  the  Prince  on 
account  of  his  marriage.  —In  granting  this  eftablifliment,  it  might 
have  been  fuppofed  that  the  Prince  had  now  come  to  an  age,  at 
which  he  was  fully  capable  of  ading  for  himfelf,  and  would  of  his 
own  accord  have  been  difpofed  to  take  meafures  to  free  himfelf  from 
any  incumbrances,  which  he  might  have  contradled.  But  inftead  of 
allowing  him  the  merit  of  taking  meafures  of  his  own  accord  to  pay 
his  creditors,  the  authors  of  the  bill  had  taken  the  popularity  of  fuch 
a  ftep  out  of  his  hands.  That  other  provifion,  which  made  the 
difilTcnt  officers  of  his  Royal  Highnefs  refponfiblc  for  the  cxpencc 
incurred  under  their  feveral  departments,  he  highly  approved.  He 
conceived  it  tO'  be  a  meafure  extremely  neceffary  for  the  dignity  and 
comfort  of  every  Prince  of  Wales.  A  Prince  of  Wales,  by  a  par- 
ticular law,  became  of  age  at  1 8,  while  every  other  fubjefl  was  not 
of  age*  till  21.  A  young  man  at  that  age,  when  the  paflions  were 
at  their  height,  and  in  his  fituation,  might  be  led  into  expenccs  be-r 
yond  hirtncome,  and  which  perhaps  might  border  on  extravagance. 
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Such  a  circumftancc  he  could  not  coniider  as  a  ferious  rtBedaioti 
on  a  young  vnan  of  eighteen.     He  remarked,  that  thofe-  who  had 
been  concerned  in  bringing  forward  this  bufinefs,  inftead  of  ading 
as  they  ought,  had  fo  managed  is  to  take  away  alt  popularity  from 
the  Prince,  in  order  to  center  it  in  thcmfelvcs.  •  The  bill  to  pre- 
vent future  Princes  of  Wales  from  co.  tradling  debts,  ihflead  of 
going  hand  in  hand  with  the  prefent  bill,  had  been  fo  brought  in  as 
to  be  attended  with  a  marked  perfonality  to  his  Royal  Highncfs.  He 
{hould  make  fome  remarks  on  the  manner  in  which  the  bufinefs  had 
been  introduced  into  Parliament.     He  (hould  not,  on  the  prefent 
occafion,  betray  any  thing  that  had  paiTed  in  private  convcrfation. 
But  it  was  a  notorious  fadt,  that  when  the  marriage  of  his  Royal 
Highhefs  was  agreed  upon,  there  was  a  ftipulation  that  he  (hould, 
in  the  event  of  that  union,   be  exonerated  from  his  debt.     What 
could  his  Royal  Highncfs  underftand  by  this  ftipulation,    but  that 
meafurea  (hould  be  taken  for  the  immediate  exoneration  of  thofe 
debts — not,  as  by  the  provifions  of  the  prefent  bill,  that  they  fhould 
be  left  hanging  over  for  the  fpace  of  nine  years  and  a  half,  and  per- 
haps, dvcn  a  longer  period.     The  authors  of  the  bill  had  ftated, 
that  the  credit  and  (lability  of  the  Throne  depended  upon  the  fup- 
port  of  the  independence  and  dignity  of  every  branch  of  the  Rojal 
Family,  particularly  of  the  Prince  of  Wales ;  was  this  the  method 
they  had  taken  as  the  beft  calculated  to  fupport  that  dignity  and  that 
independence  ?     His  Royal  Highncfs  bad,  indeed,  exprcffed  his  ac- 
quiefcence  in  whatever  meafurcs  the  wifdom  of  Parliament  might 
think  fit  to  recommend.     But  what  was  the  (ituation  in  which  he 
was  piaced  ?     The  bill  was  in  one  point  of  view  a  public  bill,  3S 
was  every  bill  which  related  to  any  part  of  the  Royal  Family  i  but 
it  was  more  (Vridlly  a  private  bill,  as  nothing  could  be  done  without 
the  confent  of  the  Prince.     Advantage  then  had  been  taken  of  the 
dilBculties  in  which  he  was  hivolved,  in  order  to  procure  from  him 
this  confent.     He  was  forced  to  cxprefs  his  acquiefcence,  in  order 
that  fomething  might  be  done.     He  was  in  the  iituation  of  a  man, 
who  if  he  cannot  get  a  haunch  of  vcnifon,  will  rather  take  any  other 
haunch  than  go  without. .    His  Ropl  Highncfs  alluded  to  the  vaft 
number  of  pamphlets  which  had  been  publifhed  in  order  to  influence 
the  minds  of  the  good  and  generous  people  of  England  againft  his 
brother.     He  knew  perfonsr  in  another  place,  wbo^  pofTefled  great 
powers  of  eloquence,  and  abundant  choice  of  animated  exprefTions. 
Thofe  pcrfons  had  exerted  their  powers  in  order  to  fupport  the  mca- 
fure  of  gr4nting  a  fubfidy  of  2oo,oool.  a  year,   to  the  King  of 
Sardinia,  a  fum  of  i  ,200,000!.  to  the  King  of  PruflTia,  and  lately 
the  loan  of  4,600,0001.  to  the  Emperor.     But  thou^  on  thcfe 
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occafions,   they  difplayed  all  their  ftores  of  animated  language,  when 
they  brought  forward  the  fituation  of  his  Royal  brother,  they  pre- 
faced what  they  had  to  propofc  with  the  expreflions — "  an  unplea- 
fant  talk— an  arduous  ^undertaking — the  diftrcffes  of  the  people  in 
confequence  of  the  war — the  regret  of  laying  additional  burdens  on 
the  Public ;"  yet  he  muft  remark,  that^  if  they  had  adopted,  with 
refpe<S^  to  his  Royal  brother,  a  language  fomewhat  more  favourable, 
as  to  the  impreflTion  it  was  calculated  to  give  of  his  conduA  to  the 
country,  they  would  not  have  had  a  vote  lefs  to  the  prefent  bill. 
The  obloquy  and  unpopularity  that  had  been  thrown  upon  the  Prince 
had  not  been  confined  to  the  proceedings  and  fpeeches  of  perfons  in 
the  other  Houfe  ;  but  people  out  of  that  Houfe  had  been  employed 
by  perfons  whofe  duty  ought  to  have  impelled  to  a  contrary  conduct, 
to  write  and  publifh  the  mofl  indiecent  and  fcurrilous  pamphlets, 
painting  the  Prince's  conduct  in  the  bafefl  colours,  and  endeavour- 
ing to  le0en  him  in  every  (hape  in  the  eyes  of  the  Public.     It  was 
a  £a£t,  he  faid,  notorioufly  known  to  almoft  every  man,  that  the 
greateft  pains  had  been  taken  to  circulate  thefe  pamphlets,  which, 
from  the  quarter  they  came,  (hewed,  that  however  they  might  af- 
fe<S  to  fear  for  the  fafety  of  the  monarchy,  their  anions  did  not  be- 
tray the  higheft  refpedt  for  it,  in  endeavouring  to  lefTen  in  the  eye^ 
of  the   Public  the  Prince  who  was  next  to  fucceed  to  it.     He  re- 
marked on  the  lituation  of  the  Princefs  of  Wales,  a  lovely  and 
amiable  woman  torn  from  her  family  ;  for  though  her  mother  was 
the  King's  lifter,  (he  might  (till  be  faid  to  be  torn  from  her  family, 
by  being  removed  from  all  hcF  early  connexions ;  what  muft  be  her 
feelings  from  fuch  circumfhnces  attendant  on  her  reception  in  a 
country,  where  (he  had  a  right  to  expeft  every  thing  befitting  her 
high  rank,  and  the  exalted  (faition  to  which  (he  was  called  ?  As  a 
friend  to  the  Prince,  he,  however,  would  not  oppofe  the  pafTmg  of 
the  prefent  bill,  for  he  was  convinced  that  the  Iboner  it  was  paffed, 
the  fooner  would  its  abfurdity  and  malignity  appear.     If,  as  had 
been  (bted  by  a  noble  Lord,  the  arrears  of  the  Dutchy  of  Cornwall 
were  due  to  the  Prince  during  the  period  of  his  minority,  that  quef- 
tion  would  quickly  be  brought  forward,  and  he  trufted  that  the  no- 
ble Lord  before  whom  it  would  come  to  be  argued  in  his  judicial 
capacity,  and  whofe  juftice  could  not  be  impeached,  would  throw 
no  impediment  in  the  way  of  its  fpeedy  decilion.     If  the  Princefs 
had  children,  an  event  which  might  foon  be  expeded  to  take  place, 
the  very  movers  of  the  bill  would  be  convinced  of  its  abfurdity  and 
inhumanity,  and  would  themfdves  be  obliged  to  come  forward  with 
amendments  on  its  prefent  provilions. 
Tbc  bill  was  then  read  a  fecond  time. 

4Ba 
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Lord  GREN  VILLE  faid,  that  when,  on  a  fbrxner  occafioriy  a 
noble  Duke  (Grafton)  had  exprefTed  hi^  opinion  that  nothing  ought 
to  be  done  in  the  prefent  bufinefs,  till  it  had  been  firft  difcuiTed  in 
the  other  Houfe  of  Parliament,  that  opinion>  thoqgh  accompanied 
with  ^ore  afpcrity  than  was  perhaps  ncceflary,  was  fo  conformable 
to  the  fentiments  of  Minifters,  that  he  himfelf  meant  to  have  made 
an  almoft  fimilar  propofition. — He  contented  himfelf  on  thgt  occa- 
fign,  with  moving  a  fimplc  Addrefs  of  Thanks  for  His  Majefty's 
communication.     In  difcufllng  this  fubjedt,  it  was  evident  dial  no 
grant  made  to  the  Prince,  could  be  rendered  efFedual  for  his  cafe 
and  comfort,  except  means  were  at  the  fame  time  taken  to  relieve 
him  from  his  embar/affments.     It  was  neceffary  therefore  to  make 
provifions  with  a  view  to  that  objecS.   The  interference  of  the  hand 
of  Parliament  alone  could  effeft  that  purpofc  which  was  defirablc 
with  rcfpcft  to  the  Prince  himfelf,  or  give  proper  fccurity  to  his 
creditors.     It  was  fatisfadtory  to  know  from  the  authority  of  hb 
Rpyal  Highnefe,  that  he  was  difpofcd  to  acquicfce  in  whatever  mea- 
fures  the  wifdom  of  Parliament  might  think  fit  to  recommend. 
But  if  no  fuch  mcffage  had  been  delivered,  every  one  who  was  ac- 
quainted with  the  charadcr  of  his  Royal  Highnefs,  and  die  princi- 
ples in  which  he  had  been  educated,  muft  have  been  aiTured  of  his 
rcfolution  to  teftify  fuch  an  acquicfccnce.     He  had  a  clear  and  de- 
cided opinion  that  the  grant  to  be  made  by  the  prefent  bill  to  his 
Royal  Higlinefs  was  not  more  than  what  conditutcd  a  proper  efiab- 
liflimcnt  for  the  maintenance  of  his  (late  and  dignity.    Out  of  that 
grant,  however,  a  very  large  fum  was  to  be  appropriated  to  the 
difcharge  of  the  debts  of  his  Royal  Highnefs,     The  quefljon  then 
was,  Whether,  under  the  prefent  circumftances,  Parliament  ought 
tojiave  taken  upon  itfclf  the  payment  x)f  the  debts,  and  to  have  af- 
figned  the  whole  of  the  cdablifhmcnt  unincumbered  to  his  Royal 
Highnefs  ?  He  wi(hed  to  take  every  opportunity  to  inculcate  the 
fentiment  of  affeflion  to  the  Royal  Family,  and  he  was  perfuadcd 
that  the  illuftrious  Pcrfonage  himfelf,  who  was  moft  interefted, 
would  not,  under  all  the  circumlbnces  of  the  dmes,  have  delired 
any  propofition  to  have  been  made  to  pay  his  debts,  which  fhould 
have  had  die  cffe£t  to  leave  him  in  pofTeflion  of  his  full  and  unin- 
cumbered income.     If  it  was  neceffary  to  make  provifion  for  the 
fupport  of  the  ftate  and  dignity  of  the  Prince  of  Wales,  and  the 
grant  made  by  the  bill  was  not  more  than  ought  to  be  affigned  for 
that  purpofc,  the  next  point  was  a  queftion  of  great  nicety,  namdy^ 
What  fum  ought  to  be  appropriated  out  of  the  grant  for  the  payment 
of  debts  ?  On  the  one  hand  was  the  conlideradon  of  that  ftate,  which 
it  was  neceffary  to  fupport,  and  which  muft  unavoidably  be  curtailed 
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by  any  large  appn^riation  ;  aod  on  the  other,  the  co^fideration  of 

the  much  longer  period  during  which  the  Prince  would  be  left  under  ♦ 

his  embarraflrnents,  if  only  a  (bnall  fun)  (hould  be  fet  apart  towards 

the  liqqidation  of  debt.   /He  muft  own  that  the  proportion  fet  apart 

for  this  purpofe  was  a  much  larger  one  than  he  (hpuld  have  'tx^n 

difpofed  In  the  firft  inftance  to  fubniit  to  the  Houfe.     But  coming 

before  their  LordChips  in  the  (hape  in  whidi  it  now.  did,  recotn- 

mended  by  the  weight  and  authority  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons, 

and  appaxendy  fandlioned'  by  the  general  voice  of  the  country^  he  * 

thou^t  it  was  that  Sum  which  they  not  only  ought  to  permit  to 

ftand  in  the  bill,  but  which  it  was  even  deiirable  for  them  to  adopt* . 

The  intereft  and  charader  of  the  family  to  whom  the  illuffarious  per- 

fonage  belonged,  had  always  found  their  beft  fupport  from  the  af- 

fcdlion  and  approbation  of  the  people,  and  it  was  deiirable  that  their 

conduct  (hould  ever  be  in  unifon  with  the  fentiments  of  the  country. 

The  fituation  in  which  his  Royal  Highnefs  had  profefied  his  difpo-. 

«iition  to  acquiefce  was  one  which  would  tend  to  place  him  high  in 

the  hearts  and  minds  of  the  people,  and  to  accelerate  that  period  to 

which  they  muft  all  look  forward  with  fo  much  fatisfadbn.    With 

refpeft  to  that  part  of  the  bill  which  related  to  the  rqguladon  of  tlie 

expenditure,  it  would  hardly  meet  with  any  oppoiition.     It  was  to 

be  wi£hed  that  fome  fuch  arrangement  had  been  fooner  adopted. 

The  fame  regulations  had  been  applied  to  the  civil  lift^  which  was 

for  the  maintenance  of  the  regal  (late  and  dignity ;  the  prefent  were 

calculated  to  anfwer  the  fame  objedt  with  refpe£t  to  the  Prince. 

He  concluded  with  moving,  that  the  bill  be  committed. 

The  Duke  of  BEJDFORD  faid,  that  he  rofe  upon  the  prefe.nt 
occalion  with  mpre  than  common  diffidence.  He  was  feniible  that 
the  queftion  before  their  Lordfhips  required  the  utmof^  coolnefs  and 
deliberation ;  at  the  fame  time  he  felt  that  what  he  had  to  fay  would 
b^  pleaiing  to  no  party.  He  felt  confiderable  pain  in  being  obliged 
to  blame  the  ra(h  extravagance  of  the  Prince ;  he  had  lefs  difficulty 
in  adverting  to  the  condudl  of  His'Majefty,  as  he  knew  that  Mini- 
fiers  were  refponfible  for  the  part  which  he  had  been  advifed  to  take 
on  the  prefent  occalion.  He  certainly  would  have  oppofed  the  bill, 
had  not  the  meffage  been  that  day  brought  down  to  the  Houfe,  bat- 
ing the  acquiefcence  of  his  Royal  Highnefs.  The  bill  itfelf  he 
confidered  as  extremely  objedUonable,  as  it  referred  to  two  points, 
which  were  in  themfelves  perfe£Uy  diilind.  He  certainly  approved 
of  the  conduct  of  His  Majefty  in  having  dated  in  the  meflage  to 
P^liament.  that  his  Royal  Highnefs  was  much  incumbered  with 
*  debts.  But  the  conduct,  which  he  thought  that  they  ought  to  have 
adopted  was,  either  to  have  voted  the  neceifaiy  fi^m  for  his  eftab- ; 
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lifhment,  and  left  to  himfelf  to  take  the  proper  meafures  for  fitis- 
fying  his  creditors,  or  to  have  waited  till  fuch  time  as  he  had  choferi 
to  come  forward  to  requeft  the  afliftance  of  Parliament  for  the  pur- 
pofe  of  their  liquidation.  Confiderir^  the  rife  of  all  ardcles,  he 
cUd  not  think  an  addition  of  a 5, odd.  above  what  had  been  granted 
16  former  Princes  of  Wales  too  mudh  on  thtf  prcfent  occalion  — 
But  he  was  fa^rifed  that  Minifters,  who  had  formerly  thou^t  lb 
moch  fmaller  a  fum  adequate  for  his  e(hibH(hmei1ty  (hould  now 
think  that  the  alteration  in  his  circumftances  required  fo  hrge  an 
addition  as  75,000!.  However  difpofed  he  might  be  to  cenfore 
the  extravagance  of  the  Prince,  he  was  not  one  of  thofe  who  thoi^ht 
that  it  ought  to  be  magnified  into  a  crime.  This  ftile  of  afperity, 
he  remaiked,  had  been  adopted  by  men»  who,  wilhrng  to  go  back 
to  their  conftituents  after  throwing  away  millions  of  the  public  mo- 
ney in  the  profecution  of  a  war  which  they  muft  at  leaft  admlit  to  be 
unprofitable,  were  glad  of  an  opportunity  to  claim  fomc  credit  £cx 
their  economy  in  managing  the  national  purfe.  They  might  fay 
to  their  conftituents,  "  Though  we  have  fpent  your  money  in  the 
profecution  of  a  ^'ar  for  the  fupport  of  the  Throne,  do  not  accufe 
us  with  profufion ;  we  have  voted  awny  fcveral  millions  for  that 
public  objed,  but  wc  have  rcfiifed  to  grant  even  a  few  hundred 
thoufands  for  the  gratification  of  the  heir  apparent,  for  the  ftalnlity 
of  whofe  claims  we  were  contending."  There  were  fcveral  confi- 
derations  which  tended  to  extenuate  the  condu£t  of  the  Prince.— 
They  ought  to  recollcfl  his  age,  the  fituation  in  which  he  was 
placed, .  and  the  infufficiency  of  his  income  to  fupport  the  fplendor 
ncccffary  for  his  rank.  He  thought  that  it  would  have  been  much 
better  to  have  advanced  a  fum  at  once  fufficient  to  have  liquidated 
the  debts.  His  Royal  Father  might  have  been  expefted  to  have 
contributed  for  that  purpofe.  It  was  rather  Angular  that  when  in 
thccourfe  of  one  year  they  had  granted  a  fubfidy  of  i,aoo,oool.  to 
the  King  of  Pruflia,  and  a  much  larger  fum  in  loan  to  the  Emperor, 
they  (hould  now  be  difpuring  about  advancing  a  few  hundred  diou- 
Cind  pounds  for  the  Prince.  His  Royal  Highnefs  was  certainly  as 
good  fecurity  as  the  Emperor  for  a  fum  fo  comparatively  fmall. 
•  When  Miniftcrs  railed  at  the  extravagance  of  the  Prince,  tficy  for- 
got the  examples  of  extravagance  which  had  been  afforded  him  ia 
former  times.  Was  his  the  only  inftance  which  had  occurred  of 
prbmifes  having  been  made  to  the  Pnblic,  and  having  afterwards 
been  broken  ?  The  fame  Miniftcrs  who  adopted  Ais  ungracious 
mode  of  conduA  towards  the  Prince,  if,  at  a  future  period,  diey 
faw  him  on  the  throne,  would  be  difpofed  to  pay  the  moft  implicit 
f ubmiflion  to  his  wilL  to  contend  that  all  bis  meafures  vcie  tnfid* 
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llbly  T\fj\t,  and  to  brand  with  the  name  of  Jacobins,  all  thofe  who 
xnight  be  of  a  different  opinion.  This,  he  faid,  was  hot  the  way 
in  which  the  monarchy  of  Great  Britain  ought  to  be  fqpported* 
He  concluded  with  faying^  that  he  would  not  oppofc  the  bill*  how*- 
^ver  he  might  conlider  it  objedionable;  but,  that  he  had  feveral 
amendments  to  propofe  when  it  came  into  the  Committee, 

The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE  obferved,   that  the  fum  which 
was  to  be  granted  to  the  Prince  of  Wales  was  by  no  means  more 
than  v*as  neceflary.     It  was  not  indeed  fo  much  as  had  been  grants  • 
^  to  his  Royal  Highnefs,  Frederick,  the  late  Prince  of  Wale«t 
That  Prince  had  been  allowed  an  income  of  ipo,oool.  a  year; 
jind,  when  the  noble  Secretary  of  State  came  forward  to  propofe  th^ 
commitment  of  this  bill,   which  was,    among  other  purpofes,  to 
maintain  the  dignity  of  the  heir  apparent  to  the  Throne,  he  would 
do  well  to  confider  the  proportion  of  the  fum  now  to  be  granted  tp 
His  Royal  Highnefs,  and  that  which  had  been  granted  to  Prince 
Frederick*  as  well  as  to  confider  what  had  been  allowed  to  various 
other  branches  ef  the  Royal  Family  for  the laft  century;  and,  when  ' 
that  was  done,  he  believed  that  the  fum  now  propofed  to  be  granted  > 
to  the  Prince  would  by  no  means  appear  exorbitant ;  i^  would  be  fo 
isLT  from  it,  his  Lordfhip  here  obferved,  that  it  would  appear  un- 
equal to  what  Parliament  had  allowed  before  on  many  and  various 
occadons  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  Public.  He  did  not  mean  to  fay, 
that  more  (hould  be  granted  than  was  now  propofed  ;  but  he  wiihed 
to  take  a  view  of  it,  as  compared  with  other  allowances  made  out 
of  the  public  purfe  to  branches  of  the  Royal  Family.     Here  was  to 
be  allowed  to  his  Royal  Highnefs  a  fum  of  1 25,0001.  a  year :  Prince 
Frederick  had  ioo,oool.     Now,  he  would  defirc  their  Lordlhips 
to  compare  the  lituation  of  the  two  Princes.     To  do  this,  it  would 
be  neceffary  to  confider  the  ftate  of  the  revenue  of  the  country  at  the 
-  time  when  Prince  Frederick  had  this  allowance,  and  the  (late  of  it 
now.     There  was  a  term,  which  was  perhaps  more  familiar  at  this 
moment  to  a  French  than  an  Englifh  ear,  but  which  was,  how- 
ever, eafily  URderftood :  he  meant  that  of  ^*  direA  and  indire<ft 
taxes."     At  the  time  when  Prince  Frederick  had  his  ioo,oool.  a 
year,  the  indirect  taxes  were  almoft  nothing,  when  compared  to  the 
diredl  ones.     The  indiredl  taxes  were  thofe,  which,  being  laid  on 
the  articles  of  life  which  every  one  confumes,  muft  necefiarily  fall 
pn  the  coafumer,  and  thefe  were  the  only  taxes  to  which  the  Royal 
Family  were  fubjedt ;  for,  by  a  claufe  which  was  uniformly  inferted 
in  bills  that  related  to  their  income,  they  were  exempted  from  the 
dired  taxes.  Since  the  time  when  Prince  Frederick  had  this  income, 
upwards  of  three  millions  of  annual  indirefl  taxes  had  been  laid  on 
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fhc  Public,  confcqucntly  the  prcfent  Prince  of  Wales  muft  bear  his 
ftarc  of  them  as  well  as  every  other  individual.    None  of  thefe  fell 
on  Prince  Frederick ;  it  followed  therefore,  by  calculation,  that 
tfic  1 25iOool.  now  allowed  to  his  Royal  Highnefs,  wasa  fam  infe- 
rior in  reality  to  that  which  had  been  -allowed  to  his  grandfather  in 
a  fimilar  rank.     The  noble  Secretary  of  State  had,  on  a  former 
dccafion,  exprefTcd  his  regret  that  this  meafure  was  at  all  neccfiaiy. 
He  regretted  it  alfo ;  but  he  regretted  too,  that  all  the  meafures  which 
were  pioppfed  to  ameliorate  the  condition  of  his  Royal  Highnefs, 
did  not  go  hand  in  hand.     In- the  firft  place,  he  muft  fay,  that  in 
hts  opinion  much  blame  reded  upon  Minifters  upon  this  proceeding, 
and  they  had  contrived,  very  unworthily,  to  load  his  Royal  High- 
ftcfs  widi  an  unpopularity,  which  they  could  not  have  brought  upon 
him  by  any  means  but  thofc  which  they  had  purfued  in  the  prc^^rcft 
\tf  this  tranfadlion.  The  noble  Duke  who  had  preceded  him  in  this 
debate  had  ftatcd,  that  they  had  given  away  the  money  of  the  Pub- 
lic in  loads  and  heaps  for  carrying  on  this  war :  To  this  he  readily 
affented,  for  they  had  done  fo,  and  for  what  ?  Why,  upon  their 
own  declarations,  for  the  purpofe  chiefly  of  fecuring  Royalty  in  the 
country..     In  this  declaration  they  might  be  able  perhaps  to  make 
fon^ething  up  to  their  own  confciences,  foV  he  knew  not  what  was 
paffing  there ;  they  would  however  find  it  difficult  to  fatisfy  the  Pub- 
lic upon  that  fubjecl :   but  fuch  was  the  avowed  objcd.     Now  he 
ihould  be  glad  to  know,  how  any  Member  of  the  Houfe  of  Com- 
mons, who  voted  for  the  war  upon  this  principle  of  fupporting  Roy- 
alty in  this  counti^,  could  tell  him  that  he  had  any  great  objeftion 
to  this  allowance  to  the  Prince  of  Wales,  efpecially  when  it  was 
recollefted  that  99,000!.  was  granted  to  the  emigrants  upon  the 
fcore  of  Royalty  ?  He  could  not  conceive  how  men  who  did  this 
.fhould  oppofe  this  income  to  the  Prince,  or  fay  they  were  difcxjn- 
tentcd  with  it,    unlefs  they  fuppofed  there  was  fomc  other  quarter 
which  it  was  more  important  for  them  to  conciliate.     Minifters  had 
adled  very  warily  in  this  bufinefs ;    they  had  taken  to  themfclves 
the  credit  of  tefcuing  his  Royal  Highnefs  from  his  cmbarraffmcnts, 
and  of  paying  his  creditors  ;   they  were  unwilling  he  (hould  have 
any  of  the  management  of  it  himfclf,  becaufe  they  knew  that  in 
that  cafe  he  would  have  the  popularity  of  the  meafure,  becaufe  ihe 
Public  would  then  perceive  that  the  idea  originated  from  him.^ 
But  while  Minifters  had  dius  artfully  and  fpccioufly  aftcd,  he, 
for  one,  muft  fay,    that  under  pretence  of  providing  for  his  d^- 
nity  and  cafe,    they  had  done  every  thing  in  their  power  to  lower 
him  in  the  opinion  of  the  people  of  England.     Had  they  al- 
'  lowed  him  ttiis  income,  and  given  to  him  the  management  of  it, 
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they  would  have  afforded  a  much  more  folid  foundation  for  the  fup- 
"  pprt  of  his  (fignity.     The  plan  in  this  bill  for  the  liquidation  of  the 
debts,  appcarcd'^o  him  exceedingly  defcftive.    The  noble  Earl  ch* 
tcred  into  feme  calculations  to  enforce  his  obje6^!on,  and  to  (hew 
that  from  a  different  management  the  whole' of  the  debts  would  have 
worn  a  very  different  complexion,  from  what  they  do  at  prefent." 
He  did  not  now  look  whether  the  Prince  had  or  had  not  been  ex- 
travagant, the  quefticn  now  was,  Wh?it  became  to  the  Public  for? 
and  upon  this  he  mufl  fay  that  the  Prince  was  hardly  dealt  with  in 
this  bufinefs,  and  he  (hould  not  liave  been  in  thcMeai^  furprifed, 
had  the  demand  been  greater  upon  his  Royal  Highnefsthan  it  really 
is.     What  had  the  Prince  done  to  be  fo  much  cenfured  ^s  he  had 
been  ?  Was  there  any  thing  fo  very  extraordinary  in  his  prefent  fi- 
tuation  ?  What  Prince  did  we  know,  who  had  not,  in  his  fituation, 
come  for  a  greater  fum  from  the  Public  ?  Perfons  at  his  time  of 
life,  and  his  ftation,  rather  regulated  their  condu<5^  with  a  reference 
to  what  they  expc6t,  than  what  they  aftuall]^  poffefs :  and  here  it 
would  not  be  improper  to  take  a  (hort  view  of  what  had  been  al- 
lowed to  other  branches  of  the  Royal  Family  in  this  country.     Five 
hundred  thoufand  pounds  were  pid  for  Qiieen  Ann.     George  the 
Firft  had  one  million  three  hundred  thoufand  pounds  extraordinary 
allowed  to  him.     George  the  Second,  about  one  million  five  hun- 
dred thoufand  pounds,  and  this  at  a  time  when  the  public  revenue 
was  lefs  by  millions  than  it  is  at  prefent,  when  the  indireS  taxes, 
all  of  which  his  prefent  Royal  Highnefs  muft  pay  like  any  other  in- 
dividual, conftitute  fo  material  a  difference.     His  Royal  Highnefs 
had  yet  only  received,  as  extraordinary  from  the  Public,  two  hundred 
and  fixty-one  thoufand  pounds.    The  noble  Earl  was  not  furprifed 
at  this  ;  he  (hould  not  have  been  furprifed  if  his  Royal  Highnefs 
had  wanted  a  much  larger  fum  than  he  does  at  prefent.     When 
Minifters  pledged  thcmfclves  in   1787, -that  no  more  applications 
for  payments  of  debts  fhould  be  made,  they  ought  to  have  taken 
care  that  fome  proviGon  like  the  prefent  fhould  have  long  fincc  been 
made  to  prevent  it.     They  well  knew  the  manner  in  which  his' 
Royal  Highnefs  was  living,  yet  they  never  fiiid  a  fyllaMc  againft  it. 
—-They  had  an  opportunity  fome  years  ago,  of  entering  into  a  pro- 
vifion  of  this  kind,  when  it  was  in  the  mouth  of  every  one,  that  a 
loan  was  negociating  at  Antwerp;  but  Minifters  took  no  notice  of 
it ;  they  had  pafTed  by  a  hundred  occafions,  if  they  had  been  minded, 
to  have  laid  hold  of  them.     Another  circumftance  which  tended 
greatly  to  leffen  the  blame  of  his  Royal  Highnefs  in  his  eyes,  was 
the  advice,  the  contradiflory  advice,  which  had  been  from  tim^  to 
time  offered  him  from  different  quarters.    By  fome  he  was  advifed 
Vol.  Xtir.  4  C 
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to  purfoe  a  (cheme  of  ittrenjehment  sodeconomy  ;,but  had  no  (oonc 
mwic  up  his  miod  to  this^  than  other  more  fubtle  ajad  aUurkig  ad- 
Viifevs  perfuadcd  him'  that  it  was  neceffary  to  the  digfiity  of  the  Heir 
A^p^rcnt,  that  he  (ho^ld  live  in  a  (^to  of  fplendor  ;  a  kind  of  ca- 
techifm  was  given  him  to  get  by  heart,  and  the  chief  burden  of  the 
creed  was,  that  he  ought,  at  leaft,  to  live  upon  a  footing  with  Mon* 
(ieur  Egalite.  No  wonder  that  a  youthful  and  fprightly  mind  ifaoiild 
be  led  aftray  by  fuch  fafcinating  councils ;  he  got  his  catechifm  bf 
])cart.i  he  pradifed  the  doctrines  inculcated;  and  ix)w  the   veiy 
men  who  wrote  and  taught  him  it,  arc  tlie  loudeft  in  condemiving 
the  happy  eflfedls  it  had  produced.     He  was  fure  diat  if  the  people 
of  this  country  faw  the  matter  in  its  real  light,  Minifters  wciild  not 
be  fuccefsful  in  their  endeavours  to  bring  odium  upon  his   Rc^ 
I^ighnefe ;  it  would  fall  upon  Minii^ers  tfaemielves,  who  now  af- 
fbfled  to  feel  fuch  extreme  acutencis,  upon  touching  the  puHic 
purfe.  Tlie  noble  Carl  then  proceeded  to  make  feveral  obfervations 
on  .the  different  provifions  of  the  bill.     He  difapproved  of  the  rc- 
flriv^iuns,  as  far  as  they  were  perfonal,  againfl  his  Royal  Highnets  ; 
but  obfcrved  that  he  (hould  approve  of  them,  if  they  were  merely 
general  to  any  Prince  of  Walcs^     He  blamed  MiniOers  for  not 
making  thcfe  provifions,  when  the  fubjedl  of  the  Prince's  debts  were 
befone  Parliament  on  a  former  occafion,  for  he  did  not  fee  vfhy  one 
xneflage  to  Parliament  (hould  be  followed  up  with  more  rcftriciions 
than  another  meliage.     MiniAers  might  afk,  *^  How  could  they  do 
it?"  There  wtre  a  thoufand  ways  by  which  they  could.     They 
might  have  done  it  then  by  the  very  means  they  adopted  now^  if 
they  had  been  willing.     It  would  require  more  ingenuity  for  them 
to  convince  tlie  Public  that  they  (hould  not  then  liave  done  it,  than 
that  they  would  not.     They  had  cheri(hed  the  hopes  of  his  Royal 
Highnefs,  and  now  they  attempted  to  degrade  him  ;  but  he  was  not 
at  all  furprifed  ajt  that,  becaufe  it  was  perfe£lly  correfpondcnt  with 
all  their  condud  towards  his  Royal  Highnefs,  and  towards  the  Pub- 
lic.     He  (hould  not  enter  more  at  large  into  the  bill  in  its  prcfent 
ilage,  becaufe  this  was  not  the  (bge  in  which  he  ihould  make  fpe- 
cific  obje6iion  to  the  clauies.     The  meffage  from  his  Royal  Hi^- 
nefs  delivered  this  day  prevented  him  from  oppofing  the  principle  of 
the  bill.    . 

The  Duke  of  CLARENCE  feid,  that  when  the  loan  abroad 
was  propofed  on  the  part  of  his  brother  the  Prince  of  Wales,  he 
could  fay  pofitively,  that  the  Secretary  of  State  of  this  countiy  pre- 
vented it. 

Lord  GRENVILLE  lamented  diat  there  (hould  be  introduced 
into  the  difcuffioii  of  this  bill  any  perfonal  cenfure  on  His  Majefly** 
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Minifters.     Nothing  more  foreign  to  the  bill  could  be  poffibly 
brought  forward  ;  nothing  more  foreign  to  the^  wiflies,  he  believed, 
of  their  Lordfliips,  and  of  the  people  of  England,  than  that  a  de- 
bate on  a  fuhjeft  of  fuch  public  importance  (hould  take  fo  perfonal 
a  turn,  as  to  reduce  it  to  a  party  queftion.     He  pledged  himfelf, 
however,   to  reply,    if  any  perfonality  was  introduced.     He  now 
ftood  up  to  perform  his  promife,  and  he  would  aflert,  without  the 
lead  fear  of  contradiftion,  that  no  cenfure  whatever  could  poflibly 
be  paffed  on  Miniftcrs  for  their  conduct,  in  any  one  part  they  had 
taken    in  this  proceeding.     This  he  faid,  becaufe  it  was  not  the 
ordinary  courfe  of  debating  in  that  Houfe,    to  charge  the   King's 
Minifters  with  trj^ing,  in  that  Houfe,  to  degrade  the  fon  of  the  King 
and  the  Heir  Apparent  to  his  throne.     This  was  not  an  ordinary 
cenfure,  and  therefore  he  muft  repel  the  attempt.     What  was  the 
cenfure  ?  and  what  the  argument  to  fupport  it  ?     Firft,  that  Mini- 
ftcrs were  the  caufe  of  thefe  debts  hcing  contrafled.     They  the  caufc 
of  the  debts  being  contraftcd  !     How  fo  ?     Was  there  any  man  in 
this  country  who  would  lay  his  hand  upon  his  heart  and  fay  fo  i 
At  the  time  when  the  fubjcft  of  the  debts  of  his  Royal  Highnefs 
were  before  Parliament  on  a  former  occafion,  he  had  not  the  honour 
of  holding  any  official  (ituation  under  His  Majefty.     He  gave  his 
opinion  only  as  a  Member  of  Parliament,  and  that  opinion  he  was 
ready  to  maintain  now.     Whatever  the  noble  Earl  might  think,  he 
was  of  opinion  that  the  whole  of  the  income,  now  propofed,  might 
be  proper,  although  the  income  was  fufficient  for  his  Royal  Highnefs  ; 
the  whole  difference  being  between  the  ftate  of  a  married  and  an  un- 
married Prince.     The  queftion  of  the  precife  amount  to  be  granted, 
was  one  on  which  there  muft  be  a  diverfify  of  opinion  ;  and,  per- 
haps, no' two  perfons  might  exaiSly  agree  upon  it,  that,  therefore, 
ought  to  be  difcufled.     But,  how  could  it  poflibly  be  fuppofed,  tli^t 
Miniftcrs  had  endeavoured  to  attach  any  unpopularity  on  the  Prince, 
by  bringing  the  matter  for^'ard  ?  But,  it  was  faid  by  the  noble  Earl, 
that  Miniftcrs  endeavoured  tD  degrade  the  Prince  of  Wales  by  the 
meafure  which  they  now  brought  forward.     Now  he  tvould  wifti  to 
aflc,  whether  that  noble  Earl  would  not  have  faid,  and,  indeed, 
with  a  better  chance  of  fuccecding  with  the  Public  if  he  did,  that 
Miniftcrs,  if  they  ftiould  have  rcfufed  to  bring  thisfubjefl  forward, 
had  attempted  to  difgrace  his  Royal  Highnefs  ?  fo  that  the  endeavour 
to  affift  the  Prince  of  Wales  was  now  brought  forward  againft  Mi- 
niftcrs as  an  atic^mpt  to  degrade  him.    He,  on  the  contrary,  trufted 
that  their  Lordftiips  and  the  Public  would  feel  that  Miniftcrs  had 
done  every  thing  pra6licable  to  fupport  the  dignity  of  his  Royal 
Hig^efi.    Another  point  had  been  infifted  upon  vidi  as  little  reak 
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fon  as  the  rcA.     It  was  faid  that  Minlflcrs  were  to  blame  for  not 
bringing  this  bafinefs  forward  fooncr,  and  for  not  having  taken  mea* 
Aires  to  prevent  the  contnwSing  debts  in  future.    What !  before  any 
application  on  the  part  of  his  Royal  Highnefs  to  difchaige  his  in- 
cumbrances ?  What  right  had  they  :  What  power  had  they  ?  What 
influence  had  they  to  do  fo  r   Wlien  die  application  was  r^ularly 
made,  they  brought  forward  the  beft  mode  they  were  able,  and  were 
they  therefore  to  be  cenfured  for  fubmitting  the  whole  of  it  to  Par- 
liament ?  Indeed,  if  the  noble  Earl  blamed  Miniftcrs  for  not  coining 
forward  on  behalf  of  the  Prince,  without  knowing  that  his  Royal 
Highnefs  wanted  any  of  their  afliftance,  to  fettle  a  mode  for  the  pay- 
ment of  his  debts ;  without  knowing  that  he  wiihed  to  adopt  any, 
he  muft  fay,  that  the  blame  was  of  a  very  extraordinary  nature. 
There  would  have  been  great  indelicacy  in  fuch  an  officious  condud!, 
and  for  which  he  had  no  doubt  that  the  noWe  Earl  would  have  been 
ready  enough  to  ccnfure  Miniftcrs.     The  noble  Lord  then  obfcrved 
that  it  did  not  become  him  to  take  upon  himfelf  the  defence  of  Mem- 
bers of  the  other  Houfe  of  Parliament,  to  whom  allufion  had  been 
made  ;  from  fome  of  them  he  differed,  and  fome  of  them  he  knew 
to  be  pretty  well  able  to  defend  themfelvcs.  -  They  had  granted  large 
fupplics  for  the  profecution  of  this  juft  and  ncceffary  war.     They 
had,  many  of  them,  expr?ffcd  confiderablc  objeflion  to  the  prefent 
meafure.  He  knew  no  rejifon  for  faying  that  they  were  not  actuated 
by  a  due  fenfc  of  their  public  duty  ;  and  therefore,  he,  for  one,  was 
not  prepared  to  cenfurc  them  f^^r  their  conduft.     This  queftion  was 
not  a  qucftion  of  attachment  to  any  particular  perfon,  but  a  public 
queftion,  on  which  every  Member  of  Parliament  ought  to  z&  ac- 
cording to  his  own  idea  of  his  public  duty.     There  was  no  doubt 
but  that  there  were  fome  pcrfons  v;ho  wifhed  to  vilify  his  Royal  High- 
nefs, and  every  branch  of  the  Royal  Family.     Such  perfons  were 
enemies  to  Monarchy  ;  but,  fure  he  was,  that  it  was  the  objcA  of 
Miniftcrs  to  keep  Monarchy  refpeflable  and  dignified,  and  he  had 
no  doubt  but  that  fuch  was  the  wifli  of  the  great  mafs  of  die  people. 
The  Duke  of  CLARENCE  obferved,  that  the  noble  Secretary 
of  State  had  ftatcd  that  he  was  not  a  Minifter  when  the  debts  of 
the  Prince  of  Wales  were  before  Parliament  on  a  former  occalion. 
He  was  Minifter  in  1792.    Now  he  wanted  to  know  whether  there 
was  not  a  ftatemcnt  of  fads  on  the  incumbrances  of  the  Prince  of 
Wales  at  that  time  prcfcnted  to  a  certain  quarter.     He  knew  there 
was,  and  tliercfbre  the  noble  Secretary  could  not  be  ignorant  of  the 
affairs  of  the  Prince  at  that  period. 

.    Lord  GRENVILLE  faid  there  could  bene  debate  whqfe  there 
was  no  equality,  and  therefore  he  muft  decline  any  farther  oonteft 
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upon  this  part  of  the  fubjeft.  He  had  ftated  what  part  he  had  taken 
as  a  Member  of  Parliament,  and  what  officially  occurred  upon  thd 
meafure  now  before  the  Houfc.  Hb  did  not  apprehend  it  came  within 
the  fcope  of  his  official  duty  to  ftate  in  that  Houfe  any  thing  con- 
cerning an  application  made  to  another  quarter. 

The  Marquis  of  BUCKINGHAM  complained  of  the  want  of 
temper  in  the  conduS  of  this  bufinefs,  and  difapproved  of  the  in- 
troduction of  fo  much  various  matter.    He  profefled  his*intcntion  of 
confining  hlmfelf  to  the  bill  itfelf,  and  ftudioufly  to  refrain  from 
any  expreflfion  or  allufion  that  could  give  pain  to  any  quarter.     He 
wi(hed  the  debate  could  be  fo  conduced,  that  nothing  but  the  mat- 
ter in  hand  (hould  be  clearly  difcuffcd.     On  the  fubjcdt  then  of 
provifion,  he  faid,  little  differences  might  certainly  arife.      Shades 
of  opinions  would  enter  and  mix  in  a  greater  or  lefs  degree  into  the 
difctiffiony  whether  the  fum  (hould  be  1 25,000!.  with  the  Dutchy 
of  Cornwall,  or  whether  more  or  lefs.     To  difmifs  the  firft  part, 
he  would  haften  to  the  fecond,  and  enter  his  proteft  againft  charging 
the  fums  fpecified  in  the  bill  on  the  confolidatcd  fund,  inilead  of  thp 
civil  lift.-^On  the  famous  debate,  refpeding  the  incrcafed  edablifli- 
ment  of  Frederick  Prince  of  Wales,  the  queft ion  never  once,  was 
agitated  whether  any  fum  (hould  be  taken  from  out  of  the  confolidatcd 
fund,  but  whether  His  Majefty  (hould  give  a  larger  allowance  out 
of  the  civil  l\6.  '  Only  of  late  years  had  this  fyftem  been  departed 
from  ;  and  even  if  it  had  not  been  fo,  he  (hould  probably  have  ob- 
jedled,  as  he  (hould  have  wi(hed  ever  to  refift  fuch  acccffions  to  the 
civil  lift.  As  to  the  recognition  of  certain  debts  which  were  involved 
in  this  bill,  he  had  hoped  when  they  were  mentioned,  that  fome- 
thing  would  have  been  faid  upon  them.     Parliament  at  no  period 
ever  did  recognize  the  debts  incurred  by  the  Crown  or  its  dependen- 
cies until  the  prefent  r^ign  ;  and  it  was  fit  that  Parliament  (hould  be 
cautious  in  fuch  recognitions.     Some  years  ago,  when  the  fame 
queftion  was  agitated,  he  had  a  great  inclination  to  come  down  to 
the  Houfe  on  purpofe  to  oppofe  it,  and  to  ftate  his  rcafons  for  fo  do- 
ing ;  but  fome  private  bufinefs  interfered,  and  he  did  not  attend  the  * 
Parliament.    His  Majeity  then  ftated  the  grounds  of  his  application, 
together  with  ftrong  affuranccsof  regularity  in  future.    Thofe  alTur- 
anccs  were  ftill  in  every  body's  mouth,  and  nothing  ftfongcr  could 
be  urged  againft  the  prefent  queftion.  Parliament  at  that  time  wi(hed 
to  avoid  looking  too  minutely  into  the  accounts,  bccaufe  it  trcfted 
a  fimihr  application   would  never  again  be  made.  The  Commons 
in  particular  replied  in  their  anfwcr  to  the  Royal  meffage,  that  they 
aded  fpecifically  upon  that  reliance.     He  was  forry,  therefore,  that 
a  finular  application  had  fo  foon  occurred ;  and  he  was  forry  alfo  that 
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the  former  aflTurances  were  given,  as  they  tended  to  leffcn  diat  re- 
fyc&  which  he  wifhed  to  fee  attached  to  the  Royal  Family  ;  cfpeci- 
ally,  too,  as  the  Royal  Family  for  fourfcorc  year?  had  conftantly 
conformed  to  tlie  Parliamentary  arrangements.  -  He  imagined,  that 
the  arrangements  which  were  made  by  Parliament  in  1780,  might 
have  been  adhered  to,  and  the  Prince's  credit  been  prcfervcd  ;  for, 
in  regard  to  the  regulations  then  made,  there  was  nothing  propokd 
but  what  the  Prince  was  competent  for.      Indeed  he  was  defirous 
that  Parliament  fliould  not  recogniz-e  thefe  debts,  that  if  any  of  them 
fiiould  remain  unpaid  on  the  demifc  of  the  Prince,  they  might  ferve 
as  an  example,  in  ternr^m,  to  future  difhoneft  creditors.     It  would 
therefore  be  a  wholcfome  Icflbn,  that  Parliament  fhould  not  be  re- 
Iponfible.     Another  objec'Vion  he  had  was,  that  the  provifions  did 
not  anfwer  the  purpofes  .for  which  they  were  profeffed  to  be  made. 
They  profeffed  to  liberate  the  Prince  from  the  clamours  of  his  crcr 
ditors,  when  in  fa<El  the  bill  was  not  compulfor)'  and  mandatory  upon 
all.     It  operated  only  upon  thofe  who  ihould  choofe  to  fubmit,  and 
an  honeft  tradcfman  would  be  a  madman  to  claim  the  benefit  of  this 
a6l,  when  he  might  recover  his  demands  immediately  by  law. 
True  it  was,  that  fome  claufe  might  afterguards  be  added  to  accom- 
modate this  matter  ;  but  as  it  now  ftof^d,  the  bill  was  extremely  dc- 
fcftive.     No  honeft  tradefman  could  be  expected  to  fubjeft  himfclf 
to  fuch  inconveniences  as  he  was  liable  to  experience  by  it,  if  he 
liad  other  means  of  recovering  ;  for  his  accounts  were  liable  to  be 
c?Camincd  ;  then  he  muft  produce  a  number  of  vouchers ;  and  during 
the  time  which  might  be  ocnfumed  in  the  examination  of  thefc 
vouchers,  his  accounts  might  poflibly  be  forced  to  undergo  the  in- 
fpcd^ion  of  new  Commiffioners ;  then  after  all  this  waftc  of  rime 
and  trouble,  he  receives  only  fome  debentures,  which  he  may  difpofe 
of  with  the  lofs  of  difcount,  or  which  he  will  be  paid  for  by  different 
Inftalments  in  ten  or  twelve  years  after.  This  part  moft  likely  would 
be  amended  in  the  Committee,  and  he  did  not  therefore  dwell  upon 
it,  though  he  could  not  then  fee  how  it  would  be  remedied.     As  a 
farther  objecSion  to  the  principle  of  the  bill,  he  afked,  why  precau- 
tions were  ncceffary  to  impofe  a  relh-aint  upon  all  future  Princes  i 
The  bill  muft  be  altered,  he  conceived,  before  it  could  ploduce  any 
advantage.      In  rcfpecfl  to  the  debts,  he  thought  the  Prince  might 
have  adopted  fome  meafures  for  their  liquidation,  without  fubmitting 
himfelf  to  the  controul  of  Parliament.    . 

The  Earl  of  GUILFORD  agreed  with  the  noble  Marquis  who 
had  juft  fat  down  ;  but  he  thought  it,  notwithftanding,  better  to  give 
his  opinion  on  his  legs  than  by  a  filcnt  vot?.  He  had  been  delivered 
from  a  difficulty  by  the  meffage  of  his  Royal  Highncfs,  but  he  nc- 
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verthde^^;  wUhed  die  fettling  of  the  debts  had  been  lejft  out  of  die 
proviiion  made  for  the  eilabliihment.  He  was  aware,  that  without 
Parliamentary  fecurlty  it  might  be  difficult  to  adopt  an  effedual  plaa 
of  arrangement ;  but  he  could  not  approve  of  conjoinir^  the  provr- 
fions.  One  hundred  thoufand  pounds  he  conceived  to  be  a  proper  in- 
come for  the  Princess  eftablilhmenty  and,  as  fuch,  it  (hould  have  been 
allowed.  It  was  impoiTible,  in  his  opinion,  to  blame  the  Prince 
for  exceeding  the  income  allowed  in  1780,  when,  in  the  general  . 
opinion,  it  was  maintained,  that  an  eftablifhment  fuitable  to  bis 
rank,  dignit}',  and  circumflance,'  could  not  be  fupported  with  lefs 
than  looyoool.  per  annum.  In  reply  to  what  the  noble  Marquis 
had  obferved,  that  if  the  payment  of  the  debts  were  not  to  be  recog* 
nifcd  by  Parliament,  and  fome  of  them  were  left  unpaid  gn  the 
demife  of  his  Royal  Highnefs,  that  it  would  be  an  wholefome  leflbn 
to  wicked  creditors  ;  he  faid  it  would  not  confine  itfclf  to  wicked 
creditors  alone,  though  he  could  wi(h  it  fo  to  do,  but  would  extend 
alfo  to  as  honed  men,  and  as  ufeful  and  rcfpcfiable  in  the  commu- 
nity, as  any  of  the  noble  Peers  there  prcfent.  After  exprefling  an 
opinion,  that  it  was  improper  to  fuffcr  the  Prince  to  be  dependent  on 
Minifters,  he  concluded  with  a  declaration  of  his  determination  to 
vote  for  the  commitment  of  the  prefcnt  bill. 

The  Earl  of  CAERNARVON  faid  that  it  was  impoffiWe  to  fe- 
parate  the  proviiion  for  the  payment  of  the  debts  from  the  allowance 
for  the  income  ;  and  in  reply  to  the  noble  Marquis,  upon  the  alter* 
native  of  fubmitting  to  the  benefits  of  this  aft,  or  recovering  by  le- 
gal procefs,  he  ftatcd  that  it  could  not  be  \  for  it  would  be  to  the 
difgrace  and  die  difcredit  ofHhe  country,  if  a  legal  procefs  could  be 
inftituted  againft  the  Prince  after  the  pafling  of  this  bill,  and  confe- 
quently  a  claufe  would  remedy  that  evil. 

The  Earl  of  MOIRA  rofe  to  ftate  the  reafons  why  he  objeftcd 
both  to  the  principle  and  the  claufcs  of  the  bill,  at  the  fame  time 
that  he  declared  his  intention  not  to  oppofe  it  or  vote  againd  it,  if  a 
diviflon  took  place.  He  affirmed,  that  the  provifions  of  the  bill 
were  equally  inadequate  and  inapplicable  to  the  purpofes  which  it 
held  out,  and  maintained  that,  throughout  the  whole  of  this  tranf- 
aftion,  the  Prince  had  been  unfairly  dealt  with,  by  the  manner  in 
which  his  lituation  had  been  brought  before  the  Public.  If  a  dif- 
ferent condud  had  been  purfued,  he  was  fure  the  Public  would  have 
been  as  ready  to  come  forward  with  affiftancc,  as  the  Prince  was 
uneafy  that  circumftances  made  it  neceflfary  for  him  to  apply  to  them. 
Nothing  could  more  ftrongly  point  this  out  than  the  communication 
which  he  had  made  to  Parliament,  fetting  forth  in  language  of  heart- 
felt contrition  the  embarraifments  he  lay  under,  and  this  he  conceived 
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ought  to  have  been  received  mo^rc  as  a  candid  and  manly  acknow- 
ledgement  of  his  real  fituation^  than  held  out  as  an  inference  that 
he  had  been  guilty  of  any  criminal  extravagance  or  idle  waftc  of 
money  not  his  own.    He  had  always  been  one  of  tbufe  who  thought 
the  Prince's  income  inadequate  even  to  the  current  expences  of  his 
lituation,  and  therefore  he  was  the  Icfs  furprifcd  at  his  getting  in 
debt.     He  differed  entirely  from  the  noble  Earl,  who  ftated  that 
his  Royal  Highnefs  hud  regula^'cd  his  conduft  and  expences  by  cate^ 
chifm  fet  down  to  him,  by  which  he  was  led  to  believe,  that  when- 
ever his  debts  amounted  to  a  fum  fufficicntly  large,  he  ought  then, 
and  not  before,  to  make  his  fituation  known  to  Parliament.      By 
fuch  an  advice  he  certainly  might  have  been  deceived,  and  encou- 
raged to  run  heedkfsly  into  expence.     But  he  was  fure  that  from 
no  fuch  catcchifm,  and  by  no  fuch  advice,  had  his  Royal  Highnefs  s 
condud^  been  didlated,  and  no  man  could  have  been  more  ferioufly 
affeftcd  than  he  was  when  he  firft  knew  the  fituation  of  his  affairs ; 
in  fhort,  he  tliought  language  by  far  too  harfh  had  been  applied  to 
his  condufl,  when  his  fault  really  amounted  to  no  more  than  this : 
He  feemed  ignorant  of  the  old  proverb,  "  that  drop  added  to  drop 
may  become  an  ocean,"  and  thus  he  had  thoughtlefsly  involved  him- 
felf  in  embarraflmcnts  much  greater  than  he  had  any  idea  of.    The 
noble  Lord  then  proceeded  to  fay,  that  when  he  had  read  the  debates 
in  the  other  Houft  of  Parliament  in  the  newfpapers,  he  could  hardly 
gfve  credit  to  what  he  there  read  ;  but  he  was  afterwards  convinced 
.  of  the  exprcflions  that  had  been  ufcd,  from  the  converfation  of  dif- 
ferent gentlemen.     Inftead  of  difcufllng  the  fubjefl  of  the  incum- 
brances in  a  nianner  fuited  to  the  perf^n  in  debate,  who  was  one 
day  to  afcend  the  Throne,  the  Prince  had  not  been  treated  even  as 
a  gentleman.     Being  at  the  mercy  of  the  Houfe,  he  ought  to  have 
been  confidered  with  more  lenity  and  refpcft.     Had  he  had  a  feat 
in  that  Affembly,  he  (hould  have  difcuffcd  the  qucftion  very  differ- 
ently from  the  way  in  which  it  had  been  difcuffcd.  He  {hould  have 
made  up  his  mind  as  to  the  part  he  ought  to  take  ; — if  he  had 
thought  the  application  to  Parliament  improper,  and  unfit  to  be  at- 
tended to,  he  would  have  rejedted  it  with  a  filent  referve ;  if  he  had 
thought  otherwife,  he  fhould  have  ftiewn  himfelf  liberal,  and  dif- 
cntangled  the  Prince  without  difgracing  him.     He  (hould  have  done 
otherwife  than  the  bill  propofed  to  do ;  for  it  diredly  contradi6ted 
the  grounds  on  which  it  was  profeffed  to  be  brought  forward,  viz. 
to  fave  Monarchy  from  difgrace,  by  giving  affiftance  to  the  Prince. 
According  to  the  prefent  bill,  a  fmaller  income  was  allowed  to  his 
Royal  Highnefs  than  would,  by  experience,  be  adequate  to  the  pur- 
pofes  for  which  it  was  intended^  or  on  wUch  he  could  fabfift  or 
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maintain  his  dignity.     He  wouW  afk  Ac  noble  Lords  in  tfic  confi- 
dence, and  about  the  Prince^  whether  the  bill  in  queftion  was  not, 
in  every  tittle  of  it,  totally  different  from  that  firft  propofed  to  hit 
Royal  Highncfs ;  as  well  as  contrary  to  his  opinion  ?  He,  from  be- 
ing honoured  with  his  confidence,  could  ftate  what  it  was,  and  ^e 
could  fubmit  it  to  the  Houfc.     His  Royal  Highnefs  feeling,  as  he 
had  always  done",  the  utmoft  deference  to  the  opinion  of  the  Lep- 
ibture  of  the  countty ;  and  to  whofe  decifions  he  wowld  ever  impli- 
citly fubmit  any  opinion  of  his  own,  could  not  help  feeling  upon 
the  prefent  occafion,  that  the  bill,  as  it  now  Aood,  involved  him  in    . 
a  fituation  which  would  emba/rafs  him  in  a  contradi(?lory  and  un- 
pleafant  dilemma,  from  which  he  would  be  unable  to  extricate  him- 
felf  or  a6l,  as  the  bill  propofed  he  fhould.    The  mcafure  was  con* 
tradiclqry  in  itfelf,  and  fome  part  of  the  provifions  rendered  it  im- 
puflfible  to  purfue  or  obferve  the  others.     If  one  part  of  the  bill  was 
implicitly  obeyed,  the  other  muft  neceffarily  be  neglected.     One 
objcS  being  purfued,  the  other  mud  be  loft.     The  object  of  the 
mcafure,  as  it  in  the  preamble  fct  out  to  profefs,  was  to  give  an  in- 
crcafed  income  to  his  Royal  Highnefs  the  Prince  of  Wales.     This 
income  was  deemed  neceffaiy  to  fupport  and  maintain  the  dignity  of 
the  charafter.     In  giving  this  income,  it  was  thought  to  be  fuch 
as  was  proper  and  neceflary  to  fupport  the  rank  of  the  Heir  Apparent 
of  the  Monarchy— aid  the  fplendour  of  the  fituation  was  deemed 
an  eflential  part  of  the  national  arrangement.     If  fudi,  therefore, 
was  the  obje£l ;  if  it  was  meant  to  give  that  fplendour  and  dignity 
It  pmfcffed  to  give,  the  other  provifions  of  that  adt  entirely  deftroyed 
fuch  intention.  Immediately  after  the  additional  income  was  voted, 
h  was,  by  the  fubfeqdent  parts  of  the  bill,  taken  away ;  and  he  was 
difmifled  into  retirement,  with  tHe  rank  of  a  private  gentleman.    If 
this  latter  part  of  the  arrangement  muft  be  obferved,  the  former 
muft  be  defeated  ;  and  it  was  impofifible  to  fulfil  the  purpofe  of  the 
bill,  by  maintaining  the  ftate  and  dignity  of  a  Prince  of  Wales, 
fuch  as  the  nation  had  decided  to  be  a  neceftary  appendage  to  the 
Monarchy.  His  Royal  Highnefs  felt  this  contradiftFon,  and  thought, 
from  the  imperfeflion  of  the  mcafure,  that  it  was  likely  the  wifdom 
of  Parliament  muft  in  a  future  day  again  be  called  upon.     But 
whatever  was  thejndividual  opinion  of  his  Highnefs,  he  fubmitted 
it  with  the  utmoft  pleafure  to  the  wifdom  of  Parliament,  and  with 
the  greateft  fatisfadlion  and  reddinefs  would  accede  to  any  appropria- 
tion which  they  might  deem  neceflary.  Lord  Moira  then  obferved, 
that  he  knew  not  who  had  advifed  the  prefent  meafure  of  an  appli- 
cation to  Parltament ;  if  he  had  had  the  honour  to  have  advifed  his 
Royal  Highnefs,  he  Oiould  have  difluaded  him  from  fo  doing.    HJi 
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iliould  (late,  that  when  the  application  was  made  to^  Parliament  in 
the  year  1787,  the  Prince  conferred  with  him  on  the  fubjed,  and 
declared  that  the  provifion  of  increafed  inc6me  then  granted  him  was 
not  adequate  to  his  eftablifhment  and  neceflary  expences.  His  Lord* 
fhip  had  po  doubt  but  the  meiTage,  fuch  as  had  been  fent  to  Parlia- 
ment, was  read  to  his  Royal  Highnefs;  he  ^^ould  not  difpute  it^ 
nor  fuppofd  the  Prince  was  trepanned  into  giving  his  aflfent  to  it  4 
but  he  believed  that  the  melTage  had  been  lightly  read  over  to  his 
Highnefs,  and  that  the  objcft  was  to  get  (bmc  fort  of  concurrence 
to  it.     In  refped  to  the  prefent  bill,  he  knew  that  it  had  been  pro> 
pofed  by  the  Prince  to  accept  of  ioo»ooq1.  a  year,  including  the 
Dutchy  of  Cornwall ;  and  that  5o,eool.  a  year  (hould  be  appro* 
priatcd  for  the  payment  of  his  debts.     His  Royal  Highnefs  wifhed 
for  no  rcverfion  of  the  latter  fum.    He  never  wiflbed  for  the  arrears 
of  the  Dutchy  of  Cornwall,  but  as  a  means  of  paying  off  his  debts. 
By  the  manner  in  which  the  prefent  bill  had  been  brought  forward, 
it  appeared  to  him  that  the  Minifter  had  not  given  fufiicient  credit 
to  the  Public  fdr  their  generous  and  liberal  fentimcnts  towards  the 
Prince ;  had  he  trufted  more  to  them,  the  matter  would  have  been 
differently  concluded,  and  more  to  the  intereft  of  all  parties.     By 
the  fpcech  which  introduced  it,  much  ftrefs  was  laid  on  the  embar* 
raifments  which  attended  the  meafure  ;  and  a  colour  fcemed  to  be 
given,  that  the  items  of  the  debts  were  fuch  as  could  not  meet  in-> 
vcftigation.     Thus  were  they  magnified,  and  a  fufpicion  caft  upon 
them,  which  very  naturally  excited  much  jealoufy  among  the  Pub- 
tic.      It  was  alfo  impoflibic  not  to  notice  the  indefatigable  calumny 
which  had  been  ufed  in  every  ftage  of  this  bufinefs  to  depreciate  the 
Prince  in  the  public  opinion.    He  thought  it  ^  diigrace  to  the  coun* 
tty*      His  Lordfhip  here  commented  upon  the  plan  of  ifluii^  de-> 
benturcs,  and  upon  the  appointment  of  the  Commiflioners.     He 
thought  the  arrangement  went  to  take  away  from  his  Royal  High*, 
nefs  every  degree  of  management  in  his  own  affairs.     The  Com- 
miflioners  were  none  of  them  connc6led  with  his  Highnefs  ;  and  he 
thought,  that  at  Icaft,  fome  one  of  his  law  officers,  or  other  perfon, 
who  poffeffcd  the  confidence,  and  had  communication  with  his 
Highnefs,  (hould  be  included  in  the  lift.    The  prefent  arrangement 
gave  a  fort  of  influence  amongft  the  creditors,  which  fome  time  or 
pther  might  appear  at  a  Weftminfter  clciVion,  as  the  Commiflioners 
would  have  it  in  their  power  to  pay  off  the  debentures  of  one  fct  of 
creditors  in  preference  to  another,  as  k  fuited  their  views,     He  de^ 
(Glared  that  he  did  not  mean  now,  or  at  any  future  ftage  of  the  bill, 
to  move  any  alteration  in  it,  becaufc  he  trufted  its  abfurdity  was  fuch 
^lat  Parlianjent  arid  tlic  Public  would  fee  the  neceffitj'  for  fcttjng  ii 
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afide.  He  did  not  think  that  this  queftion  could  be  entirely  uncon- 
nected with'party  ;  but  he  differed  widely  from  thofc  who  thought 
that  the  oppoGtion  and  harfhnefs  ufcd  in  both  Houfes  on  this  bill 
MPOiild  give  pleafure  to  the  eaiv  of  a  certain  great  perfonage.  Certain 
he  was  that  his  Royal  Highnefs  glowed  witli  every  fcntiment  of  af- 
fection, duty  and  gratitude  to  his  parents. 

The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE  contended  that  nothing  had  fallen 
from  any  of  the  noble  Lords,  that  could  be  called  a  vindication  of 
,  Mintfters.     He  had  always  thought  that  the  Prince's  income  had 
been  inadequate,  at  the  fame  time  he  never  would  agree  to  have  it 
made  fo  much  a  greater  burden  upon  the  people  for  the  purpofes  of 
paying  his  debts.     He  had  always  believed,  and  now  he  had  heard 
from  authority,  the  nature  of  the  mcfTage  in  1787,  which  was, 
that  It  did  not  come  as  an  ad^unl  promife  from  the  Prince,  but'as  a 
meafure  which  Miniftcrs  thought  pojitically  convenient  for  themfelves 
at  the  time  ;  and  they  had  perfuaded  his  Royal  Highnefs,  againft 
his  own  opinion,  to  agree  to  it.      Promifes  of  this  fort  they  had 
known  before.    Here  the  noble  Earl  ftatcd  the  firft  addition  granted 
•to  the  civil  lift  in  1769,  and  that  in  1777,  when  the  Speaker  of 
•the  Houfe  of  Commons  had  made  a  fpeech  at  their  bar,  which  had 
juftly  niierited  and  received  the  repeated  thanks  of  both  Houfes  of 
Parliament.     He  adverted  to  a  new  fort  of  reafoning  that  had  been 
ufcd  that  night ;  noble  Lords  talked  of  fupporting  the  bill,  becaufc 
its  abfurdity  was  fo  great  that  the  Public  muft  fee  the  neceflity  of 
fctting  it  alide.  He  was  very  forty  to  hear  fuch  declarations  in  that 
Houfe.     He  faw  much  cenfure  attached  to  the  Minifters  in  the 
whole  of  d\is  bufinefs ;  and  was  furc,  if  other  men  had  been  in 
power,  and  other  men  more  naturally  ccnaedted  with  his  Royal 
Highnefs  had  given  advice,  fuch  embarraffments  never  would  have 
occurred :  An  ample  revenue  would  have  been  firft  allowed  to  the 
l^rince,  and  then  an  additional  income  upon  his  marriage ;  and  all 
that  would  have  been  done  with  credit  to  the  Prince  and  juftice  to 
the  people.    He  begged  leave  to  fet  the  noble  Earl  who  fpoke  lafl  to 
tight,  as  to  the  fuppofed  infinuation  that  the  oppofition  to  this  bill 
"^vas  made  to  give  pleafure  to  the  ear  of  a  certain  illuibrious  perfon- 
age :  He  would  think  himfelf  a  madman  or  a  fool,  had  he  faid  any 
fuch  thing.     What  he  faid  alluded  to  a  very  different  quarter  j  and 
it  muft  have  been  obvious  that  he  meant  Miniftcrs,  when  he  ob- 
fcrvcd,  that  he  could  not  conceive  any  one  would  endeavour  to  de- 
grade his  Royal  Higlmefs,  unlefs  they  knew  it  would  plea(is  another 
quarter  better  than  their  conftituents.  . 

The  Earl  of  MOIRA  rpfe  to  explain  fome  particulars  of  his 
foeech  which  had  been  mifconccivcd  bv  tl.c  noble  Earl.     With  re- 
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fpc3  to  the  idea  entertained  by  the  Prince  of  this  bill,  lie  would  tike 
upon  himfelf  to  aflert  pofuively,  that  his  Royal  Highn^^  confidered 
it  as  highly  prejudicial  to  his  interefts — <ind  indeed  to  have  formed 
any  other  opinion  upon  It,  would  prove  his  Highnefs  to  have  a  mind 
incapable  of  judging.     When  the  Prince  of  Wales  was  fingle» 
feventy-three  thoufand  pounds  a  year  were  found  inadequate  to  the 
fupport  of  that  (^lendour,  which  it  was  deemed  necefllary  for  the  dig- 
nity of  the  Monarchy  that  the  Heir  Apparent  Ihould  maintain*— And 
now,  when  his  expcnces  were  of  courfc  very  confiderably  increafcd, 
it  was  expelled  that  he  (hould  live  in  greater  fplendour  upon  an  in** 
come  of  fixty-iive  thoufand  pounds  per  annum— Their  Lordfliips, 
upon  a  few  moments  rccollcdion,  mail  perceive,  that  with  the  moft 
minute  attention  and  rigid  economy.   Iris  Royal  Highnefs  could  ncC 
poiTibly  keep  up  any  degree  of  ilate  and  dignity  upon  that  income  \ 
the  confequence  muft  therefore  nccetTarily  be,  that  inftead  of  the 
fplendour  of  a  Prince,  the  Heir  Apparent  muft  live  as  a  country 
gentleman.    When  he  dated  that  the  high  Perfbnagc,  whofc  name 
he  had  taken  the  liberty  to  mention,  did  not  conceive  this  bill  oomr 
patible  with  his  interef^s,  he  dcfircd  not  to  be  fuppofed  to  convey  an 
idea  that  the  Prince  wifhed  the  bill  not  to  pafs ;  on  die  contray, 
the  Prince  was  willing  to  adopt  any  meafure  which  might  come  re- 
commended by  the  wifdomof  Parliament. — There  appeared  to  him 
a  very  extraordinary  degree  of  inconfiAcncy  in  this  bill  ;Jt  was  (aid 
by  its  fupporters,  that  the  Heir  Apparent  (hould  preferve  a  certain 
portion  of  (hte  and  dignity,  in  order  that  he  might  afccnd  the 
Throne  with  the  habitual  reljpecft  of  the  people  ;  and  yet  by  this. bill 
it  was  rendered  utterly  impofiible  for  the  Prince  to  live  in  that 
manner. 

Lord  GRENVILLE  (aid,  that,  with  the  utmoft  rcfpeft  for  dit 
fentiments  of  the  noble  Lord  who  fpoke  laft,  he  mu(l  take  the  li- 
berty of  (bting,  tl^t  the  fentiments  of  his  Royal  Highnefs.  could 
not  be  itgulariy  conveyed  to  them  in  that  manner.  The  Prince's 
gracious  acquigfcence  in  the  meafures  fuggeiled  by  Parliament,  had 
been  communicated  to  them  by  his  Highnefs's  fervants ;  and  upon 
that  communication  they  muft  ad.  l^he  xioble  Lord  bad  endea^ 
vourcd  to  fix  an  inconfiltency  upon  His  Majefty's  Minilters,  by  at* 
tributing  to  them  the  opinion  that  it  was  neccffary  that  the  Heir  Ap-» 
parent  (hould  maintain  a  con(}dcrable  degree  of  fplendour.  He  ad* 
mittcd  that  Adminiftration  would  certainly  confider  that  as  a  dc(ir» 
able  circumftance,  and  had  fuggcfttxi  to  Parliament  a  provifion^ 
which,  aicer  a  certain  period,  would  enable  the  Prince, to  live  in  a 
ilyle  fuitablc  to  his  rank. — But  then,  it  was  faid,  that  by  the  pro- 
vilkins  of  thib  billj  his  Ro^al  lii^iK.fs  would  be  obliged  to  go  into 
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«etirenicipt ;  that  wa?  alfo  true,  for  he  confidered  it  more  oonfifknt 
yiijh  the  true.fplendour  and  dignity  of  the  Princei  dut  by  a  tempo* 
lary  retirement,  he  (hould  exonerate  himfelf  from  the  incumbrances 
under  whiqh  he  laboured,  than  that  any  additional  incumbrance 
0iould  be  laid  upon  the  people  for  that  pufpofe. 

Xhe  motion  forthe  fecond  r^ing  of  die  bill  was  put  and  carried 
without  a  diviiion.  The  bill  was  then  read  a  fecond  time,  and  or* 
dsred  to  be  comoiicted  to-mprrow.     Adjourned. 

'     •  '  Thurfdayj   ^Sth  Juner 

The  order  of  the  day  being  moved  for  the  tommitment  of  the 
Prince  of  Wales's  bill,  and  the  Houfe  having  refoUed  itfelf  into  % 
Cornrnittccy  . 

The  Duke  of  BEDFORD  obferved,  that.he  had  originally  obi* 
je£ted  to  the  principle  of  this  bilji,  and  alfo  to  the  provifions.  He 
did  fo  ftilly  for  he  remained  of  his  former  opinion.  But  as  hk 
Royal  Highncfs  had  acquiefced  in  the  bill,  and  had-manifefted  that 
acquiefcence,  and  as  this  was  ibited  in  feveral  parts  of  the  bill  itfelf, 
and  as  all  objedions  would  now  be  fruitleis,  be  (hould  no  longer 
oficr  any  oppofitioi^  to  the  bill. 

The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE  did  not  entirely  agree  with  the 
noble  Duke,  as  to  the  real  meaning  of  the  acquiefcence  of  the  Prince* 
When  he  communicated  his  readinefs  to  acquiefce  in  whatever  the 
wifdom  of  Parliament  mi^t  determine,  he  muil  mean  toconfide^iA 
that  wifdom ;.. not  that  he  would  have  it  underftood,'  diat  the  pre- 
fcnt  bill  was  agreeable  to  him. 

The  EarJ  of^MOIRA  put  it  to  their  Lordftiips,  whether  it  wa$ 
proper  that  the  Princefs,  after  being  invited  over  by  the  unanimous 
wifh  of  the  nation,  under  the  idea  of  being  made  the  partner  and 
iharer  of.  the  fpjen^our  due  to  the  rank  ihe  was  to  hold,  fhould  b« 
fent  into  a  retiremait  of  nine  years  ?  If  the  meafure  of  dignity  and 
fplendour  neceifary  to  the  f  uppurt  of  the  charafter  of  Prince  of  Wales, 
eould  not  be  Supported  under  the  fum  of  i  ^215,0001.  per  annum,  as 
declared  by  the  bill,  how  could  the  Prince  fupport  it  with  fo  cur* 
tailed  an  income  Mf  it  was  conftitutionally  neceflfary  that  fuch  rank 
and  appearance  (hould  be  held  by  the  Prince,  it  was  adiing  contrary 
to  the  intereils  of  the  Monarchy,  and  therein  contrary  to  the  interefts 
of  the  country,  which  was  attached  to  the.  intoreib  of  the  Monarchy, 
to  make  fuch  arrangements  as  would  not  permit  him  to  fupport  that 
dignity*  His  Royal  Highncfs  muft  draw  the  fame  inference ;  and 
every  man  in  his  clofet  T«ifonlng  upon  the  fubjed,  would  and  muft 
necclTarily  draw  the  fame  conclufion.  At  the  expiration  Of  the  nin9 
f ear^  gf  retirements  where  Wi>uld  be  the  different  of  Hcuation  of . 


Sn  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1795. 

the  Prince,  as  relative  to  the  Monarchy?  If  hecoold  nor  fuppoct 
the  becoming  dignity  as  propofed  during  the  nine  years,  at  thc^cc* 
piration  of  diat  term  he  ftood  exa^y  in  the  fiime  rdative  fituadbn 
to  the  country  as  he  now  did,  and  according  to  this  prinriplci  all  he 
leacived  above  the  prcfent  propofed  income  would  be  a  laviih  wafte 
of  the  public  money.  If,  on  the  contrary,  fuch  arrangements  were 
made,  as  would  dilincumber  his  Royal  Highnefs,  he  could  take 
upon  him  to  fay,  that  from  the  difpolition  of  his  Highnefs,  all  mat- 
ters might  in  future  proceed  to  the  fatisfafiion  of  the  nation.  He 
condemned  the  bill,  as  bearing  the  appearance  of  driving  his  Royal 
Highnefs  into  retirement,  and  not  even  leaving  him  the  grace  of 
thrmeafurc. 

Lord  THURLOW  then  took  a  view  of  the  bill,  and  complained 
that  the  Prince  had  been  very  hardly  dealt  by.  He  Qomplained  that 
^c  Prince  had  been  very  grofsly  libelled  in  pamphlets,  and  whoever 
the  authors  were,  whether  penficncts  or  not,  or  whomfocvcr  they 
intended  to  flatter,  hi  was  fure  that  Minifters  would  prove  that  dicy 
had  given  no  countenance  to  their  calumnies  by  bringing  them  to 
condign  puniftiment.  He  believed  that  the  5,000].  a  year  had 
been  thought  to  be  applicable  to  the  difpofition  of  her  Royal  High- 
nefs ;  this  was  nonfenfical,  for  It  would  not  pay  her  fervants ;  the 
expences  of  the  eftablifhment  muft  be  nobly  borne  betvvecn  them. 
He  was  of  opinion,  that  dignity  was  not  to  te  entirely  fupported  by 
external  fplendour ;  but  yet  he  thought  that  a  certain  degree  of  cot- 
ward  grandeur  was  neceffary  for  an  elevated  charadcr ;  if  not,  it 
might  as  well  be  fald,  that  inflcad  of  coming  in  a  ftate  carriage. 
His  Majefty  might  come  to  that  Houfe  in  z  frieze  $oat.  His  Lord<> 
<hip  was  alfo  of  opinion  that  the  choice  of  the  Commiflioners  {hoold 
have  been  ]eft  to  his  Royal  Highnefs.  He  would  not  oppofe  this 
bill  now,  becaufe  he  knew  that  would  be  of  no  avail  at  prefcnt ; 
but  he  profcfled  his  pcrfuuiijn .  that  the  bill  tnuft  be  hereafter 
t  nended. 

The  Duke  of  CLARENCE  faid,  that  he  would  not  propofe 
anf  amendment,  becaufe  he  was  confcious  that  if  any  amendment 
(hould  be  adopted  the  bill  itfclf  would  be  defeated.  He  at  the  &me 
time  perfeAly  agreed  with  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  WithiefpeA 
to  what  he  had  faid  on  the  fubjed  of  the  Commidioners. 

Lord  GREN  VILLE  faid,  he  wiftied  only  to  advert  to  one  point, 
which  had  fallen  from  the  noble  ^nd  learned  Lord.  He  feemed  to 
think  that  he  had  made  an  effort  of  candour,  when  he  fuppofed  that 
a  libeltoiis  attack  on  the  Prince  had  not  proceeded  from  a  pcribn  in 
the  pay  of  Miitlfters.  On  this  fubjeA  the  noble  Lord  had  the  ad- 
vantage  of  mm  1  he  was  too  much  erigAged  with  other  avocadoos 
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to  attend  to  all  the  libellous  trafli  "which  iflued  from  a  licentious 
prefs. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  feid,  he  had  bccaforry  to  hear 
any  ttung  like  criminality  imputed  to  the  Prince  in  the  oourfe  of  tho 
prefcnt  difcudion.     It  was  not  to  be  fuppofed,  nor  was  it  to.be  de« 
firedy    that  a  Prince  (hould  count  pounds,  (hiliiogs,  and  pence* 
Tafte,  liberality,  and  munificence  might  lead  him  into  a  condu6(» 
which  might  bear  the  appearance  of  extravagance.    In  his  fituation 
expence  courted  him  ;  all  who  had  any  fpccics  of  exhibition  took  an 
opportunity  to  fubmit  it  to  hisi  attention,  and  to  court  his  patronage* 
The  ccnfui;e  on  th^  debts  of  the  Prince  he  afcribed  not  to  any  defi- 
ciency of  loyalt)',   but,  on  the  contrary,  to  the  extreme  intereft 
which  the  people  took  in  all  his  tranfadtions  as  a  public  ehara^er* 
A  private  man  in  his  aftions  might  paf^  unnoticed,  becaufe  they  ex* 
tended  in  their  confequence  only  to  himfelf ;  but  not  fo  with  public 
charaders.     Thofe  who  flood  in  the  exalted  ranks  of  life,  mull 
move  in  their  conduct  by  other  rules  than  thofe  in  the  lefler  fpheres* 
If  extravagance,  or  rather  want  of  economy,  was  to  be  the  con- 
fequence, it  was  excufable,  fince  their  very  virtues  might  be  turned 
againft  them;  tafte,  liberality,  gcnerofity,  benevolence,  &c.  were 
but  fo  many  incitements  to  error  ;  and  the  more  they  pofl'effed  the 
.above  virtues,  the  more  were  they  likely  to  ail  with  incaution.  The 
regulations,   therefore,  which  prevented  fuch  incautious  exceflfet, 
were  not  diredled  againft  the  Prince — they  were  guards  which  fur- 
rounded  him,  and  prevented  him  fi-om  being  liable  to  incroachments 
fuch  as  he  had  reprcfentcd.     In  fuch  regulations  the  honour  of  the 
charafler  felt  no  wound.    His  Lordftiip  next  defended  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Commiflioners,  who  ^^cre  fele£lcd  from  high  official 
lituations ;  and  converfant  in  bufinefs.     In  the  manner  in  which 
thefe  were  appointed  and  the  debts  arranged,  the  Hcufe  had  (hewa 
.  how  much  they  peculiarly  confidered  the  fubjedl  as  conneded  with 
themfelvcs.  It  was  a  matter  of  great  delicacy  to  put  any  confidential 
fervant  of  the  Prince  in  fuch  a  fituation.     It  might  be  neccffary  to 
afk  many  queftions  in  the  adjuftment  of  the  debts,  which  a  friend 
to  the  Prince -would  not  like  to  do.     Such  a  fituation  he  thought 
beft  avoided^  and  the  prefcnt  appointment  was  fuch  as  muft  afford 
fatisfadipn.     He  had  been  adopted  without  any  fiegard  to  perfonal 
confiderations,  and  merely  from  the  filuations  which  the  Commif- 
fioners  held  in  an  oflflcial  capacity. 

The  bill  was  then  reported  without  any  amendmcntS|  and  ox-f 
dpred  to  be  read  a  third  tjme  to-morrow* 


57l  PARLIAMENTARY,  &c  A.  1795. 

» 

Friday^  %6th  yum. 

The  Royal  aflent  was  given  by  ^XMnimiTion  to  eighteen  public 
billst  and  one  private :  among  the  former  were  a  bill  for  grandc^ 
10  His  yti^t&f  a  certain  fum  out  of  the  oonfolidated  fund  for  the 
txtraordinaries  of  the  current  year ;  a  bill  for  more  effedually  man- 
ning the  Navy,  Inland  Navigation  Bill,  &c. 

The  bill  to  empower  His  Majefty  to  provide  an  eftabliflinient  fer 
^  Prince  of  Walet^  &c.  was  read  a  third  time  and  paiTcd. 

SaiurdcTfy  %']th  June. 

This  day  His  Majefty  came  to  the  Houfe  of  Peers,  and  being  in 
his  Royal  robes  feated  on  the  Throne  with  the  ufual  fclemnity.  Sir 
Francis  Molyneux,  Gentleman  Uiher  of  the  ^l^ck  Rod,  was  fent 
widi  a  meflage  from  His  Majedy  to  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  com- 
manding their  attendance  in  the  Houfe  of  Peers.  The  Commons 
being  come  thither  accordingly,  HisMajefty  was  pleafed  to  make  a 
moft  gracious  fpeech.  (For  a  copy  of  which,  fee  die  proceedings  of 
the  Commons  of  die  fame  date.) 

After  which,  the  Lord  Chancellor,  by  His  Majefty's  comaiand| 
laid : 

"  My  Lords  and  Geittlemen, 

**  It  is  His  Majcfty's  Royal  will  and  pleafure,  that  this  Parl^ 
ment  be  prorogued  to  Wcdnefday,  the  fifth  day  of  Auguft  next,  to 
be  then  here  holden ;  and  this  Parliament  is  accordingly  prorogued, 
to  Wcdncfday,  the  fifth  day  of  Auguft  next." 
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